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Go West, Young Woman
J oan J ensen

For this issue’s Southwest Talks, we feature renowned Western historian Joan
Jensen. Jensen, Professor Emerita at New Mexico State University, taught women’s history and recent U.S. history for many years and authored or edited over
a dozen books on agricultural, labor, and women’s history in the U.S. West over
her long career. Her latest book, co-edited with Michelle Wick Patterson, Travels
With Frances Densmore: Her Life, Work, and Legacy in Native American Studies came out in 2015. We asked Jensen about how she arrived at a career in western women’s history, how her scholarly approach to history has changed over her
career, and where she sees the field of western history going in the future. We hope
you enjoy her response as much as we did.
In 1955, when I arrived in the History Department at the University of
California at Los Angeles (UCLA), I was already a westerner. My family had
moved from Minnesota to California on the tide of preparations for war in
late 1940. My father was in the Minnesota National Guard and, as the possibility of the United States entering the war in Europe increased, the War Department nationalized his unit. At the time, the Minnesota National Guard was
the best prepared of all the state guards for combat and thus, earlier in 1940,
he was a part of the war games held in Minnesota. Still my father must have
been surprised to be called to serve in the regular army so soon because my
family had just moved to a farm north of St. Paul where my father intended to
expand his nursery business. My mother, eager to taste city life, had run away
from a poor Wisconsin farm, and was probably not sorry to leave that Minnesota farm. She must have had a huge garden that summer of 1940 because
she remembered canning a hundred quarts of tomatoes. Now, there would be
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no more summer gardening and no canning before the cold Minnesota winter months.
My mother loved living in California. She could buy fresh vegetables year
round. There was no need for her to can. My father served overseas during the
war, in both China and India. After the war, he worked as a salesman in downtown Los Angeles while we lived in the suburbs. Neither of my parents had finished grammar school because, like other poor families at the time, children
usually started to work at fourteen. Now, they could see their three children
through grammar and high school. Higher education was tuition-free for Californians at that time. We all attended the local community college. My brothers
soon dropped out. I did not. I became the first person in my family to graduate from community college and then, after working for a year while living
at home, saved enough to return to school. Always working part time, I managed to graduate in 1962 with a Ph.D. from the History Department at UCLA.
I found out later that I was part of a very small cohort of women who received
doctorates in American History during those years. Only three percent of those
doctoral degrees were awarded to women.
I did not study western history at UCLA. I wish I had. John Caughey, our
western historian, was back teaching again. He had been fired for refusing to
sign the loyalty oath demanded by the state of California of all employees, sued
the state, and won his case. My conservative Republican parents would have
deplored his stand, but I was not particularly interested in politics. When the
Botany Department hired me to wash test tubes, I signed that same loyalty
oath without a qualm. I had a vague idea that Caughey was respected in the
History Department for his stand on civil liberties and civil rights. My father,
like other conservative Republicans, must have followed the uproar over politics at the University of California system for, like others, he referred to UCLA
as the “Little Red School House.” On a visit to the UCLA campus around this
time, he lamented that such a beautiful campus had been taken over by the
“Communists.”
Thus, the people of California financed my tuition-free college education. I
worked to pay for my living expenses, however, and received a teaching assistantship for my final two years of graduate work. Our twentieth-century professor, George Mowry, did not encourage me to continue my studies. In fact, he
discouraged me, suggesting that I would soon have children and lose interest
in history. Fortunately, other professors accepted me as a serious student who
planned a career teaching and writing history. Most importantly, a newly promoted Civil War historian, Harold Hyman, guided me through the last years of
my graduate work. I had not been involved in the student protests of the 1950s
and early 1960s, but I was interested in the late nineteenth and early twenti2
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eth centuries, the years during which my German and Italian grandparents had
migrated to the United States. Hyman suggested I might explore internal security policies during World War I, when my German grandparents would have
been classified as “enemy aliens.” My dissertation on the American Protective
League introduced me to the issues surrounding immigration policy, but it had
little to do specifically with the West.
During my first teaching job at California Western, a small liberal arts college on Point Loma in San Diego, I gradually became interested in western history. It was one of the most beautiful campuses in the country and I happily
taught there for almost ten years. The campus, which had once been home to a
theosophical community, was still dotted with their buildings, including a small
blazingly white Greek theater facing the Pacific Ocean. I invited some of the
older Theosophists to give tours of the remaining buildings and to talk about
Theosophy, which had been strongly influenced by Asian religions. I remember
sitting in the snack bar watching the whales migrate south to their winter calving grounds. A rack for surfboards stood outside the boy’s dormitory and many
came to afternoon classes, as we would say, “blissed out.”
Down the road from the campus stood the Cabrillo National Monument.
Soon after starting to teach, I met Ross Holland, the historian stationed there.
The Monument land had been set aside by the national government to commemorate the first European to sail along the California coast. Ross regaled
me with stories about the mystery of Cabrillo, after whom the monument was
named. No one seemed to know where he had come from or why he sailed
up the west coast to claim this land for Portugal. A few years into teaching, as
I planned to take a trip to Europe, Ross asked if I would try to locate Cabrillo’s birth place in Portugal. I arrived in Portugal with a vague plan to check
out towns named Cabril and a contact with a Portuguese woman who would
accompany me as companion and interpreter as I tried to find Cabrillo’s village.
We had a grand time visiting these small villages and meeting local landlords who still had libraries in their grand villas. Of Cabrillo, we could find not
a trace. Later we found out that Cabrillo was not Portuguese but a Spaniard sailing under the Portuguese flag because the king of Portugal claimed the west
coast. That exciting but fruitless search for Cabrillo’s birthplace was my first
introduction to western history.
My interest in immigration proved more lasting. I discovered that one of the
immigrant groups targeted by the government for surveillance had been the
Asian Indians who filtered into the west coast of the United States and Canada
during the first decades of the twentieth century. Along with the immigrants
who came to work in the fields and to build railroads, were a few Asian Indians
working for independence from the British Raj. My early interest in surveillance
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led me to study these Indian revolutionaries and I traveled up and down the
West Coast tracking down their small immigrant communities. Eventually, this
Asian Indian history drew me to study their activities in India and in Germany
as well as in America. This was a part of western history, but it was not primarily western history. Accidentally, not intentionally, I had wandered from early
western exploration into modern immigration history.
While Asian immigration interested me, I soon became dissatisfied with
teaching traditional political history and was swept away from my idyllic life on
Point Loma into the “back to the land” movement. I packed away my notes on
Asian immigrants and an early draft for a book on government policy toward
them. I moved to a communal farm in southern Colorado. For several years I
raised goats, drove trucks in the potato harvest, and spent time in potato cellars sorting them for the market. Then I returned to northern California and
worked in an applesauce cannery where rural women worked on the line sorting apples. I learned how hard it was to live on the income of an agricultural
worker, in the fields and in the factories that processed food.
This self-organized continuing education eventually led me to a new field of
history. I did not want to go back to teaching Civil War history as I had done for
many years in San Diego. I was even unsure of my future as a historian when
I returned to San Diego in the early 1970s and found that a fledgling women’s
movement had taken form. I volunteered to help staff a women’s bookstore. As a
bookstore volunteer, I had access to the new books being published on women’s
labor history. This new women’s history rekindled my interest in research, not
only for what it offered as a new focus but also for what it lacked. The blossoming women’s history of the late 1960s and early 1970s was focused on women
who had left the fields and farms for the city. None of these books told the history of rural women. None matched my recent experiences on the farm or the
strong women I met in the San Luis Valley of Colorado during the two years I
lived and worked there. None described the agricultural work engaged in by
other women for most of history. Then one day, huddled by a heater on a cold
damp day in San Diego, it came to me. Here was a whole world of women’s history to be explored. I returned to teaching, first at Arizona State University, then
at UCLA. In August of 1976, I arrived at Las Cruces to teach at New Mexico
State University (NMSU).
In 2016 I celebrated my fortieth year living in New Mexico. I still remember
that spring day in 1976 when Darlis Miller, the western historian at NMSU, met
me at the El Paso airport. As we drove north to Las Cruces, she alerted me to
the fact that not all the men in the department were interested in women’s history. They were, however, impressed by my work in political history. During
the next few days, I met the faculty and their wives. The men were cordial and
4
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seemed impressed that I had taught and published not only women’s history,
but also political history. Their wives, mostly working women themselves, were
intrigued by my research on working women.
Dean Thomas Gale, a historian by training, also seemed interested in rural
history. Although agricultural history was a well-established field, and NMSU
was a land-grant university, established explicitly to foster agriculture, the concept of expanding the history of agricultural production to include the cultures
and communities within which it was embedded seemed new and exciting. I
must have transmitted some of that excitement to my potential colleagues as
I sat at that long table discussing my research interests and later mingled with
them at informal gatherings. I was obviously not a newly “minted” young graduate. I was, in a way, a “recycled” scholar. Fortunately, my experiment learning
about rural life occurred at the end of almost ten years of teaching and publishing which I could list on my vitae. I did not list my informal education living
and working in rural communities.
When I arrived in New Mexico in 1976, I had already taught women’s history in California and Arizona with scanty resources, but I was dismayed that
so little had been written about New Mexico women. Darlis Miller introduced
me to what was available, but we both realized that what had been published
was an “old” western history, which emphasized the “civilizing” of the West by
white women. That led to our collaboration on “The Gentle Tamers Revisited:
New Approaches to the History of Women in the American West,” and its publication by the Pacific Historical Review in 1980. We used that article to sum
up this “old history” and to advocate a new history that was multicultural. We
hoped it would be of use to historians. It became something more as others
equally disappointed by what had been written joined us in this new work. Most
importantly, Sue Armitage and Elizabeth Jameson assembled two volumes of
readings on western women’s history: The Women’s West (1987) and Writing the
Range (1997), organized the Coalition for Western Women’s History, planned
conferences to bring historians together to share their research and discuss
new subjects that needed attention, and inaugurated the Jensen-Miller prize to
encourage scholarly articles. Today, the Jensen-Miller prize, now sponsored by
the Western History Association, still encourages and rewards those who write
western women’s history.
As western women’s history flourished, I passed that history on to my students, continually asking them to find out what women had experienced in New
Mexico. All my students had to write family histories, and from them I started
to piece together a story of women’s lives. They taught me much about the lives
of the women in their families and with their help I began to write about New
Mexico women.
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Fortunately, the editors at the New Mexico Historical Review shared my
interest in women’s history. Over the last almost forty years the New Mexico
Historical Review has published nine articles in which I explore the history of
New Mexico women. The first, “Disfranchisement is a Disgrace: Women and
Politics in New Mexico,” was published in 1981, and the most recent “Pie Town
and Beyond: Mapping West Central New Mexico,” was published in the winter of 2015. In this latest article, I lament the lack of research on both women
and men of all ethnic groups for west central New Mexico. Although I do not
consider myself to be primarily a historian of New Mexico, I see a continuing line of interest. I want to know the stories of the people who once lived on
the land I am now passing through. And when I need encouragement to continue my search for stories about the women who preceded me, I visit an old
cemetery. The brief epitaphs I find there—often only a name and the dates of
their brief sojourns—I am reenergized in my search for the stories they might
have to tell.
Some years ago, for his master’s degree project, an art student painted a
mural of early Spanish settlers on a prominent Las Cruces water tower. The settlers were all men. A group of local women protested that his mural was historically inaccurate because early documents described many women among
the early settlers who trudged north. When he repainted that mural some years
later, he included women along with the men. As that artist learned, many people want New Mexico women to take their rightful place in state history. One
has only to visit a local graveyard to be reminded that women are half of the
people resting there.
And yet, women’s history alone will not tell us everything we need to know
about their lives. As I look at my own helter-skelter piles of books, many of
them focus on the military history of New Mexico. They seldom mention women’s presence, but they do tell me much about their environment in which they
lived. The Southwest is scattered with places named after the cottonwood tree.
Alamo is the Spanish word for cottonwood. The Hopi call them maako, the
Navajo tiis. Kathleen Cain tells us in The Cottonwood Tree: An American Champion (2007) that all groups looked for cottonwoods which marked the location
of water, thriving along creeks and streams. In another book pile is Margaret E.
Derry’s Masterminding Nature: The Breeding of Animals, 1750–2010 (2015). On
the cover is the head of a purebred beef shorthorn from the author’s farm in
Canada. Inside, I learn how and why animals were and are “pure bred.” I have
notes from a history of Angora goats by the South African author Olive Schreiner who took the time to inquire the United States government how many
Angora goats were being raised in New Mexico in the 1890s. The answer was
fifty-two thousand.
6
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I have scouts everywhere sending me reports of women who have left traces
behind as they passed through this land. A NMSU archivist alerted me of one of
my current projects, describing the work of rancher Margaret Armer Reid. She
was an internationally known breeder of angora goats who ranched in southern
New Mexico. With the help of skilled Hispanic herders, she built a successful
business on her goats, both as breeding stock and producers of premium angora
wool. Reid sent her wool by pack animals to the small railhead at Nutt, New
Mexico. From there the wool went by rail to Massachusetts mills where it was
woven into the soft fabric that came to be a favorite upholstery for automobiles.
A friend in Alpine, Texas, tells me there is a faded “Wool Barn” sign painted on
the side of a downtown building. Alpine was, and is, the first stop of trains heading east from El Paso. Perhaps, Reid sent her wool by train to Alpine where it
was added to Texas mohair, much of it from the herds owned by Texas women.
Thus, we are piecing together women’s ranching history.
Trying to find out about farming by women in western New Mexico is as
important as researching their history in ranching. It begins with Zuni women.
Richard Hart’s Pedro Pino: Governor of Zuni Pueblo, 1830–1878 (2003), tracks the
trade in food and fabled hospitality of the Zuni during one period. They were
raising an estimated fifteen thousand sheep by mid-century. Yet, even Hart’s
detailed study does not adequately describe the work that women did during
this era. By the 1880s, he notes, this trade was diminished by competition from
settlers and by merchants importing supplies by railroad and that Zuni women
were turning to handcrafts to bring in cash. Yet, James A. Vlasich, in Pueblo
Indian Agriculture (2005), tells us that the Zuni people were still provisioning
military and civilian travelers with grain, fruit, and vegetables raised on their
lands at the end of the nineteenth century. He lists Zuni Pueblo as farming over
five thousand acres in 1900, and reproduces a photograph from 1912 showing
their fields stretching out from the women’s waffle gardens, to orchards and
grain fields beyond, with sheep grazing in the distance.
We still know very little about Hispanic women in New Mexico and the West.
Hispanas played an important role in founding and sustaining the early mining towns in which Mexican men worked. When men worked below ground,
women assumed most of the responsibility for the above ground work necessary to their survival. When men worked above ground, they worked by their
side. They were essential in founding the small villages and farms that spread
out along each acequia madre, the mother ditch.
Thus there is still much research to be done to understand the work of New
Mexico women. As historians have learned, archival documents tell us some
things about western women, but we need the field work of anthropologists and
oral historians, in collaboration with local people to fully understand western
Jensen / Southwest Talks
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women’s lives. We are learning about western women’s stories and the environments within which they struggled and, often, flourished. When audiences ask
about what western women have done, our short answer is plenty. The longer
answer is still being written.

8
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Editor’s Note

Drs. Jo Tice Bloom and John Porter Bloom have made a gift of $40,000 to the
New Mexico Historical Review for the endowment of the Lansing B. Bloom Family Award for the best master’s thesis and best doctoral dissertation with a focus
on or with a large component on New Mexico. The Blooms intend the award
to promote, recognize, and honor excellence in historical scholarship on New
Mexico from its origins as a Spanish colony in sixteenth century through its
long gestation as a U.S. territory in the nineteenth century, and to its emergence as full-fledged modern state in the Union in the twentieth century. The
Bloom Family Award will annually alternate between the thesis and dissertation competitions. The winning thesis will receive $500; the winning dissertation, $2,000. The Review office will advertise the award and solicit submissions,
and the Review editor will recruit the judges, administer the competition, and
announce the winning thesis or dissertation in the New Mexico Historical
Review.
The award’s namesake, Dr. Lansing B. Bloom (1880–1946), was the Review’s
first editor, a credit that he shared with Paul A. F. Walter of Santa Fe. After starting the Review in Santa Fe in 1926, Bloom brought the journal, a Historical Society of New Mexico property, to the University of New Mexico three years later,
when he joined the history faculty. Professor Bloom acquired and edited historical manuscripts and original documents for the journal, and published the
Review at UNM until his passing in early 1946. Under his editorial direction,
the Review became the nation’s preeminent publisher of short scholarly monographs on the history and culture of New Mexico and the Greater Southwest. In
addition, his office set the precedent of publishing Spanish and Mexican documents transcribed, translated, and annotated by the leading historians of his
time. A tireless research historian himself, Bloom unearthed many of these historical treasures during research trips to the archives of Spain, Italy, Mexico, and
Washington, D.C. He brought tens of thousands of transcriptions, photographs,
6
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and copies of Spanish documents home to New Mexico, where they are accessible to historians in the Center for Southwest Research at the University of New
Mexico. With the aid of his wife, Maude McFie, and of Prof. George Peter Hammond, Bloom inaugurated the modern study of New Mexico in the Spanish and
Mexican eras and helped create the field of Spanish, Mexican, and Southwest
Borderlands History. We southwestern and borderlands editors and historians
owe much of our professional careers to the precedents of Bloom’s pioneering
labor over ragged manuscripts and in musty archives during the first half of the
twentieth century.
It is an honor to receive this endowment on behalf of the New Mexico Historical Review and to administer an award named for Lansing B. Bloom. The annual
award will undoubtedly inspire and energize research and writing on the history of New Mexico. Another of his legacies is his son, Dr. John Porter Bloom,
who graduated from the University of New Mexico in 1947 and earned his Ph.D.
in history from Emory University in 1956. He is a former president of the Western Historical Association. During a long and distinguished career, John carried
on his father’s scholarly work as a historical and journal editor, and as an archival historian before retiring to Las Cruces, New Mexico. He has served on the
Editorial Board of the New Mexico Historical Review for many years.
Dr. Jo Tice Bloom’s career in education has complemented John’s editorial
occupations. She received her Ph.D. in history from the University of Wisconsin at Madison in 1968. A lifetime member of the Girl Scouts, she has especially dedicated her professional career to the education of girls and young
women. She followed her husband to Las Cruces, where she taught courses in
U.S., western, and southwestern history at New Mexico State University and
conducted historical research on New Mexico and the Southwest. In 1997 she
was a Fulbright Scholar at Kabul University in Afghanistan. Jo and John Bloom
are long-standing members of the Historical Society of New Mexico and Western Historical Society, and are devoted to researching, recording, and teaching the rich, diverse, and complex history of New Mexico. As citizens, students,
teachers, and scholars, we are all the better for the Blooms’s dedication to the
history and knowledge of New Mexico’s past, the education of its children and
citizenry, the preservation of the state’s historical record, and the dissemination
of historical knowledge. The Lansing B. Bloom Family Award is their legacy to
the ongoing research of New Mexico history created by scholars-in-training in
the nation’s graduate programs. On behalf of the New Mexico Historical Review,
History Department, and the University of New Mexico, I extend my warmest
thanks for their generous gift.
Concurrent with receiving the Blooms’s donation, the staff of the New Mexico Historical Review hosted “Publishing New Mexico and the Southwest: A
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Symposium Celebrating Nine Decades of the New Mexico Historical Review”
on Saturday, 10 September 2016, at the University of New Mexico. The daylong event brought together former editors, current and former authors, and
former graduate-student managing editors to discuss their work on or publication in the Review. To kick off the celebration, Professor Emeritus John Kessell delivered a rousing lecture, “Whither the Waters: Mapping the Great Basin
from Miera to Fremont,” to an enthusiastic audience that packed the Commons
Room in the UNM History Department the day before.
On Saturday, introduced by Prof. Melissa Bokovoy of the History Department, Dr. Rick Hendricks, the state historian of New Mexico, launched the symposium program with a delightful and insightful keynote address on the origin,
history, and mission of the Review, setting the perfect tone for the presentations and conversations that followed. During the editorial panel, Richard Etulain, Paul Hutton, Robert Himmerich y Valencia, Elizabeth Jameson, and John
Kessell shared stories of acquiring and reviewing manuscripts, operating the
journal, and training graduate students the tasks and skills of scholarly editing.
Kessell spoke about the illustrious Eleanor B. Adams, who edited the Review
from 1963 to 1974 and whom he served as an editorial assistant. After lunch,
the authors’ panel featured Shirley Cushing Flint, Richard Flint, Joan Jensen,
Philip Gonzales, Richard Melzer, and Enrique Lamadrid. In addition to describing their historical research, these distinguished historians discussed the role of
the Review as a source for their research and as a publisher of their articles, and
the journal’s impact on their professional careers. At the day’s end, former managing editors, all now university faculty or scholarly editors, recalled their oversight of the Review’s editorial production and student staff. Since the late 1980s,
the student staff has grown from one or two individuals in Charles Rankin’s
and Jolane Culhane’s day to five to eight or ten assistants during Elaine Carey’s,
Sarah Payne’s, and Margret Frisbee’s tenure. Robert Himmerich y Valencia was
the Review editor who expanded the Review’s mission to include the education
and training of graduate students in the highly specialized profession of scholarly editing. I want to thank John P. Bloom, Margaret Connell-Szasz, and Virginia Scharff for introducing and moderating the panels.
The Review symposium was a community effort. I want to thank the History Department, Center for the Southwest, Career Diversity for Historians
Program, and Southwest Hispanic Research Institute at UNM for their financial support of the symposium. Their subventions underwrote the expenses
of panelists who traveled to Albuquerque from out of state and from distant
points in New Mexico. Equally critical to the success was publicizing the event.
I want to thank three people in particular. Nancy Brown-Martinez, archivist at
the UNM Center for Southwest Research, publicized the symposium through
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its email lists, and Janet Saiers, president of the Historical Society of New Mexico, distributed symposium flyers and publicity to the HSNM and other historical societies in the Albuquerque metropolitan area. Ollie Reed, reporter for the
Albuquerque Journal, wrote an expansive article on the New Mexico Historical
Review that also alerted the interested audience to the symposium. To Nancy,
Janet, and Ollie belongs much of the credit for the large audience that filled the
Commons Room in the History Department and Lobo A&B in the UNM Student Union Building to standing room only during the symposium.
In the UNM History Department, I want thank several people who devoted
their resources, time, and labor to the symposium. Prof. Melissa Bokovoy, the
History chair, encouraged the Review staff to organize and host the symposium,
and she graciously donated departmental resources to it. Hazel Mendoza-Jayme,
administrative assistant in History Department, created the lovely, compelling
flyers for John Kessell’s lecture and for the symposium. The Review’s editorial
assistants, ably led by Managing Editor Maggie DePond, manned tables and ran
errands during the symposium. The editorial assistants ventured into the basement storage room to pull old back issues of the Review, hauled them to the Student Union Building, and stacked them on tables for symposium attendees to
browse and take away.
The inspiration for the symposium came from Cindy Tyson, the Review’s
long-serving office administrator. No one is more devoted to the journal than
Cindy, and she is the heartbeat of the Review office. Cindy came to me with the
idea about a celebration, and we agreed that ninety years of publication offered
an ideal point in the Review’s life to celebrate its history and legacy. Cindy
spearheaded the symposium planning, helped coordinate travel and lodging
for panelists, and filed the paperwork for all travel reimbursements. Her labor,
coordination, and diligence made the gathering of editors, authors, managing
editors, and readers possible, the symposium a success, and the celebration a
warm memory. I would like to dedicate the Review symposium to Cindy Tyson.
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R ick H endricks

•

The Double Sapphire Anniversary of the New
Mexico Historical Review

M

y enviable task this morning is to deliver a keynote address, something I have been asked to do with some frequency of late. Being
a historian, I quite naturally became curious about the etymology
of the term and the development of the concept. What I have learned is that
the keynote is the “lowest note of a musical scale, the basis of a tonal key, the
tonic,” a usage that dates from 1776. By extension, its figurative meaning is the
“leading idea or central principle,” and examples of keynote employed in this
way date from 1783. The term “keynote speech,” however, dates from 1887 and
is a fine example of American English.1 Further research reveals that a keynote
speaker is “someone who can talk to an audience for about 45 minutes and will
probably cost a lot of money.”2 Fair enough. It is also useful to know that “a keynote speaker may use humor, audience participation, show funny clips, or even
sing.”3 I will not be showing any funny clips, and you do not want me to sing.
We are gathered here on this glorious morning to mark and celebrate a very
special occasion, the ninetieth birthday of the New Mexico Historical Review
(NMHR). You may be interested to know that not very many ninetieth birthdays
or anniversaries are celebrated. A couple has to marry very young and enjoy great
longevity to make it to ninety years of marriage, and it is far more common to
Rick Hendricks delivered this keynote speech on 10 September 2016 to commemorate the
90th anniversary of the New Mexico Historical Review. Dr. Rick Hendricks is the State Historian of New Mexico and an award-winning author. His most recent books are _The Casads: A
Pioneer Family of the Mesilla Valley_ (Rio Grande Books, 2012); and _Four Square Leagues:
Pueblo Indian Land in New Mexico _(University of New Mexico Press, 2014), co-authored
with Malcolm Ebright and Richard W. Hughs.
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celebrate a centennial of an organization, a country, or even a state than a ninetieth year of existence. With average life expectancy in our little corner of earthly
paradise still shy of eighty, ninetieth birthdays are relatively rare, although we
have at least one distinguished nonagenarian: Dr. John Porter Bloom, who is with
us today.4 So rare are ninetieths that there is no universally accepted gemstone
accepted as the traditional and appropriate gift to such celebrants. When such a
gem is associated with a ninetieth celebration, here in the United States, the event
is usually called a double sapphire, which, as it turns out, is evidence of a rather
remarkable lack of creativity for such a rare celebration. For you see, it is referred
to as a double sapphire because a forty-fifth birthday or anniversary calls for the
gift of a sapphire, so twice forty-five, well, you get the idea.
Before we move on, let’s do the audience participation part of this address.
Please raise your hand if you read every issue cover to cover; ever worked on the
Review; contributed an article; written a book review or had a book reviewed;
reviewed a manuscript; how about subscribed but never get around to reading
the Review. As you can see, most of us have a rather intimate connection to the
New Mexico Historical Review. We are, in a very real sense, a family, and as such
we have a genealogy. Like the history of any family, we all know some of our relatives well and others less so, but we also have kin of whom we were unaware.
We have two patriarchs: Lansing Bartlett Bloom and Paul A. F. Walter. Coeditors Bloom and Walter founded the NMHR in 1926 as the official bulletin of the
Historical Society of New Mexico. “Its mission was to ‘publish legitimate historical material of New Mexican and regional interest.’ The region was understood
to include ‘the area of the Spanish Colonial Viceroyalty of New Spain North
from Mexico City, since the earlier history of New Mexico is an integral part of
the history of the expansion of the Northern frontier of New Spain.’ The NMHR
would ‘welcome papers from experts in other fields when they are slanted to the
historical point of view; anthropology, archaeology, art, economics, ethnology,
geography, law, music, and sociology . . . Memoirs, diaries, letters, and the like’
were also welcome.”5
The first four issues in 1926 included articles on New Mexico in the Great
War (World War I), Juan de Oñate and the founding of New Mexico, Spanish
folklore in New Mexico, the U.S. Army’s experiment with a camel corps, and
frontiersman Kit Carson, among others.6 The NMHR moved to Albuquerque in
September 1929, when Bloom joined the history faculty at the University of New
Mexico (UNM). Even though it was edited and printed on the UNM campus,
the NMHR retained its ties to the Historical Society.
The NMHR has had twelve editors since its founding in 1926. Here are some
observations about those editors, some who are no longer with us and some
who are in this room today.
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Lansing Bartlett Bloom, 1926–1946 (20 years)
Bloom, a native of Auburn, New York, earned a B.A. from Williams College in
1902 and a M.A. in history in 1912. He also attended Auburn Theological Seminary and was ordained as a Presbyterian minister.7 He came west in 1902, if
not earlier, and served as a minister and missionary but became enthralled by
the history of New Mexico and the Southwest.8 He studied the records of Spanish Franciscans while doing missionary work in Mexico and became fascinated
with the archaeology, history, and lore of Jemez Pueblo while serving as a missionary there. He had left the ministry by 1917 when he accepted positions with
the closely related School of American Research (archaeology and anthropology) and the Museum of New Mexico in Santa Fe. In 1924 Bloom became a fellow of the Historical Society of New Mexico and was corresponding secretary
and sometimes treasurer. He also served as associate professor of history at the
University of New Mexico from 1929 to 1945. He died the following year.
In addition to helping to give birth to the NMHR in 1926, Bloom contributed
some sixty-five articles. Earlier, his authoritative and much-quoted series of articles, “New Mexico under Mexican Administration,” based on his M.A. thesis,
anchored the first issues of Old Santa Fe (1913–1915), which was folded into El
Palacio. The depth and breadth of his research interests is impressive, to say the
least. Bloom’s research interests ranged from the sixteenth through the twentieth
centuries. I see in Bloom a kindred spirit, and I wish I could have met him.
Paul A. F. Walter, coeditor, 1926–1963 (37 years)
Paul A. F. Walter came to New Mexico in the early 1900s.9 In 1914 he established
El Palacio, the journal of the Museum of New Mexico, which he edited until
1944. Walter served as president of the Historical Society of New Mexico from
1926 to 1959 and as coeditor of the NMHR from the first issue until his retirement from the Historical Society in 1963. Walter died in 1966.
Frank Driver Reeve, 1946–1964 (18 years)
Frank Reeve graduated from UNM in 1925 and was a member of the university’s history faculty.10 Reeve succeeded Bloom as editor and kept the NMHR going
during challenging economic times. He is credited with suggesting that UNM
should assume full responsibility for the NMHR, which the university did in 1963.
From that point on, the NMHR has been a UNM endeavor. Reeve made significant contributions to the study of the history of New Mexico and the Southwest.
He is best known for his scholarly research on the Navajo from Spanish colonial
times through the nineteenth century and for his three-volume History of New
The Double Sapphire Anniversary
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Mexico (1961). Reeve served as editor of the NMHR until October 1964 when
he retired from the university. He suffered from ill health, as he had for most of
his life, but continued to contribute to the journal until his death on 31 December 1967.
Eleanor B. Adams, 1964–1975 (11 years)
“I can still hear her demanding, ‘Look it up. Look it up,’” said historian John L.
Kessell, who served as the NMHR editor from 1999 to 2000. Kessell had just completed his history Ph.D. at UNM when he worked with Adams as her editorial
assistant in the early 1970s.11 “She taught me to pay close attention to detail. When
I started working for her, it shocked the hell out of me at how poorly some bignamed authors wrote and at how quietly [Adams] made them look better.”
Manuel P. Servín, 1975–1976 (1 year)
Robert L. Spude, a retired National Park Service historian, recently told me he
so wanted to work with Servín (presumably including a stint at the NMHR)
that when Servín left UNM, Spude opted to pursue his doctorate at another
institution.
Donald C. Cutter, 1976–1979 (3 years)
Saving the Review from budget cuts, Cutter used graduate students from his
documentary editing classes. Cutter was also responsible for obtaining an
appropriation from the New Mexico State Legislature for a reprint program that
made it possible to get rare, early issues of the NMHR back in print.12
Richard W. Etulain, 1979–1985 (6 years)
Etulain, the first editor who was neither a specialist in the Southwest nor a longtime resident of the region when he was appointed, successfully confronted economic challenges as had some of his predecessors. Among his innovations were
themed issues that focused on a particular area of growing interest in the field,
such as women’s history. He also featured review essays of significant new works.13
Paul Andrew Hutton, 1985–1992 (7 years)
Hutton’s editorship produced both themed and very eclectic issues. A notable
example of an issue built on a single topic was the January 1989 special issue
12
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celebrating higher education in New Mexico.14 Almost every issue carried one
or more review essays.
Robert Himmerich y Valencia, 1992–1998 (6 years)
Himmerich y Valencia secured funding and firmly established the NMHR as a
teaching ground for scholarly editing, one of very few such educational opportunities in the country.
Elizabeth Jameson, 1998–1999 (1 year)
Jameson exercised editorial control over only four issues, but she clearly
intended to take the NMHR in new directions and doubtless would have had
she not left UNM. The January issued introduced a new feature, the Documents
Department, which was meant to get readers in touch with primary sources.
The first three issues included the new section, but the last issue did not. It did
not survive under the editorship of her successor. Jameson’s last issue contained
a rarity for the NMHR, an article entirely in Spanish.15
John L. Kessell, 1999–2000 (2 years)
Kessell is probably the only person to have worked as editorial assistant, editor,
author, and reviewer for the NMHR, situations that helped him build his own
career as a history professor, researcher, and author of books. If you missed
his talk yesterday on the influence of Miera y Pacheco’s maps, you really
missed a treat.
Durwood Ball, 2000–present (16 years and counting)
Ball, an associate professor of history at UNM, has been quoted as saying that “a
vital role played by the Review is teaching the ‘nuts and bolts of scholarly publishing’ to UNM history students.”16 Since 1979, the beginning of Etulain’s stint
as editor, thirteen graduate students have served as managing editor, and since
1968, during Adam’s term as editor, eighty-eight students, most of whom were
graduate students, have been editorial assistants. “There’s no better way to learn
writing than to edit other people’s writing.”17
There is a timeless debate about whether great writers are born or made.
Jack Kerouac came down on the side of born, of innate genius, and Stephen
King believes writers are made, although I am not sure he should be part of the
conservation about great or even good writers, although he certainly is prolific.18
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I firmly believe that with some exceptions, good or great writers are neither
born nor made, but edited. One of the most effective ways to improve as a writer
is to learn how to edit someone else’s writing. That is one of the great benefits
that has been available to the student employees of the NMHR over the years.
There are, however, other lessons that can be learned in an editing shop beyond
the basics of editing text and putting together a scholarly review. It can be useful for someone embarking on an academic editing career to know that a writer
whose publications you have admired is in reality pig-headed, thin-skinned,
and not really as much a wizard with words or master of the finer points of
English grammar as you might have imagined. It can also teach a budding editor to employ diplomacy when the situation demands. My dear departed colleague Jerry Mandell was passionate about history and how it should be written.
He did not enjoy being edited; actually, he despised the process intensely. So
much was this the case that he managed to get himself barred from the NMHR
offices for confronting student editors. But Jerry, like many, if not most of us,
eventually came to realize that scholarly publishing is a collaborative effort.
Now be honest, how many of you have read over your newly minted article and
said, “Wow, that’s pretty well written, did I really write that?” Well, probably
only with the help of a good editor.
You will have an opportunity to hear some of the very successful alumni
of the NMHR editing laboratory later today during the panel presentations.
I would mention two, just to give you an idea of what awaits. Donna Peterson is the Reviews Editor for the American Historical Review. She received her
Ph.D. in history at the University of New Mexico in 2015. While working on
her Ph.D., she taught at the University of New Mexico and was an assistant
editor (2006–2009), an associate editor (2009–2010), and the managing editor (2010–2015) at the NMHR. Charles E. Rankin is the associate director/editor-in-chief and acquisitions editor for American West and military history
for the University of Oklahoma Press. Chuck has had a distinguished career,
including numerous publications on western history. He was also associate
editor of the NMHR.
When I became New Mexico state historian in 2010, climbing down from the
ivory tower and leaving academe for the world of bureaucracy and public service, I got a really nice office, one of the best in Santa Fe in my estimation. With
it I got the only windows on the outside world among all my colleagues at the
New State Records Center and Archives building and one real treasure, a tool of
incomparable utility—a complete run of the NMHR. Now I know that anyone
can have access to the entire run of the Review with a few keystrokes and sixty-five dollars a year, and I have that, of course, but I also have the paper copies, for which I have a special affection. Call me old-fashioned. And besides,
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patrons seem duly impressed when they see them lined up on their own
bookcase. Contemplating the shelves of issues of the Review, I hit upon the
idea of reading them all, from cover to cover. Surely that would make me a better state historian. I had already read many issues over the years and written a
handful of articles. After all, how hard could it be to read what was at the time
eighty-four years of an academic journal, fewer than 350 issues?
If you go back to the beginning of the Review as I did, I am sure you will be
struck as I was by the variety of topics. The first few issues contain a series of
articles on New Mexico in World War I written by Lansing B. Bloom. Reading
these articles led me to the collection of the Historical Services Department
at the state archives. Working with this organization in the capacity of executive secretary, Bloom joined Edgar Lee Hewett, Benjamin M. Read, and Ralph
Emerson Twitchell in an attempt to gather data on all New Mexicans who saw
service in the Great War, including the circumstances of their lives before the
war and their service records. The response rate was about seventy-five percent,
and the information collected provides a unique glimpse into the lives of New
Mexicans in the military. What I have just described is one of the most valuable
contributions the Review makes, and not infrequently, it leads you to sources
you had no idea existed.
With regard to the significance of the NMHR, I will steal another quote from
Ollie Reed’s recent article on this event and the journal’s birthday. No less of an
authority than our own Dr. Paul Hutton, who will appear in one of this afternoon’s panels, summed it up this way: “When it comes to borderland scholarship, Spanish and Indian history, the NMHR is the leading journal on those
topics. It always has been.”19 More than five hundred universities and other institutions worldwide currently have copies of the NMHR in their collections. Of
these entities, more than three hundred are in the United States and Canada.
Almost forty German institutions of higher learning have the Review (forty
thousand Germans pay dues at more than four hundred clubs so that they can
pretend to be Indians, so Indian history is very important in Germany) as do
such far-flung places as the University of Pretoria in South Africa, the National
Library of Australia, and Tsinghua University in Beijing.20
I will add a story of my own on this point. When I was a student at the
Universidad de Sevilla in Spain many years ago, I had the privilege of studying under Dr. Luis Navarro García, one of the preeminent Spanish scholars of
the history of Spain in the Americas. Years later, when I was in Sevilla doing
research, I stopped by the university for a visit. When I arrived in his office, I
saw on the corner of Navarro García’s desk the latest issue of the NMHR.
The NMHR has changed through the years in appearance and content. Let’s
begin with the most obvious, the look and feel of the journal. When I think of
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the design of the NMHR, one word comes to mind: avocado. In the late 1960s
and through most of the 1970s, a color that advertisers called “Fresh Avocado”
became one of the dominant shades of kitchen appliances, and the cover of the
NMHR. I am not sure whether Eleanor B. Adams, the first woman to serve as
editor of the Review, chose the color, but the change happened on her watch,
and given her meticulous attention to detail, I suspect she did. Avocado lasted
on the Review until 1982, which was after it had already become passé on refrigerators and ranges. Most of the changes in appearances coincided more or less
with changes in editorship. Each reader will have a favorite from the original
browns and tan through blue, avocado, adobe, and the present-day white. My
personal favorite was the blue cover, the Carolina blue cover, which was the
cover from the mid-1930s to the early 1960s.
Because of its origins in the Historical Society of New Mexico and subsequent close ties, early issues of the NMHR carried much of the business of the
organization. For readers interested in the history of the oldest historical society west of the Mississippi, this can make for fascinating reading. Over time,
society news and meeting minutes stopped appearing in the Review. One notable change that occurred is that in the early years, entire books were published
serially over several issues and were then reissued as books. These publications
are among the most important contributions to the historiography of the Southwest. Two examples, both by France V. Scholes, are Troublous Times in New
Mexico, 1659–1670 and Church and State in New Mexico, 1610–1650.21
For me, the most influential single article published by the NMHR is
Scholes’s, “The Supply Service of the New Mexican Missions in the Seventeenth Century,” which came out in three parts in 1930.22 In this long article,
Scholes developed the idea that the Franciscan missions of New Mexico, and
by extension the entire colony, lived in sublime isolation on the far northern
frontier of New Spain and were resupplied only once every three years from
Mexico City. This situation lasted from 1600 until the early 1670s. This idea is
utterly pervasive in the historiography of our state and probably always will
be. To the extent that Scholes was correctly interpreting the documents he had
in front of him, this is an accurate account of the state of affairs in pre-Revolt
New Mexico. What Scholes could not have known because he never saw the
documentation is that there was a fairly extensive and regular trade between
Parral in Nueva Vizcaya and New Mexico from the 1630s until the time of the
Pueblo Revolt of 1680. My colleague Jerry Mandell and I published these findings in the NMHR in 2000 in an article entitled “Juan Manso, Frontier Entrepreneur,” and in 2006 in an article entitled “Francisco de Lima, Portuguese
Merchants of Parral, and the New Mexico Trade, 1638–1675.”23 Our admittedly revisionist view of pre-Revolt New Mexico has never gained traction in
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any way, but I know I am no Scholes. Perhaps on the Diamond Jubilee of the
NMHR, it will merit some mention.
Sometimes an article becomes significant for a different reason. Marc Simmons, everyone’s favorite New Mexico historian, penned a piece on the Tlaxcalans in New Mexico.24 For those of you who many not know, the Tlaxcalans
were very special people in the eyes of the Spanish conquerors of the mighty
Mexica empire. They allied themselves with the Spaniards against the Mexica
overlords and helped facilitate the conquest of Tenochtitlan. As a reward for
their service, they became a privileged people and were employed as a civilizing
effort as Spaniards expanded out of the Valley of Mexico in colonies. Somehow,
perhaps because of a notation on a map, Marc got the idea that such a colony
existed in the barrio of Analco in Santa Fe. If you visit Santa Fe across from San
Miguel chapel and the oldest house in New Mexico (which, incidentally, it is
not), you see a sign about the Tlaxcalan colony. Now, to say this has been the
subject of a little controversy is a gross understatement. Marc’s article is trotted
out with amazing frequency. If you want to read the latest take of Tlaxcalans in
New Mexico, I would have you read Dr. Enrique Lamadrid’s article in a recent
issue of the NMHR, and you can ask him about the matter today if you wish,
because he is appearing as a panelist this afternoon.25
The current editor, Durwood Ball, has begun to publish shorter articles and
edited documents, two practices with a long history in the NMHR that had been
abandoned for a long time. Ball recently noted, “Since the 1980s, there has been
more of a focus on social and cultural development, race, ethnicity, class and
gender. And now we publish a good many pieces on the history of photography in the region.”26 New Mexico in the twentieth century has been a recurring
theme in the Review since the first issue. The winter 2012 issue, for example, has
two articles, one of them profusely illustrated with photos, about communes in
New Mexico during the 1960s.27 The summer 2016 issue contains a photo essay
about the Magoffin Home State Historic Site in El Paso, Texas.28
An interesting recent innovation is a series of interviews with practitioners
of history. I was honored to be the subject of the first interview, due entirely I
am certain, to my imminent availability rather than any eminence as a historian.29 It was, however, an interesting experience to reflect on how I got here
and who and what influenced me along the way. It also occurred to me that it
gave me a wholly unanticipated opportunity to take a crack at writing my own
expansive obituary, which now lacks only the final touches.
You will recall my plan to read all the issues of the Review to make myself
a better historian of New Mexico. I still think it is a good idea, but it remains
a work in progress. As I mentioned earlier, here in the United States we refer
to a ninetieth birthday or anniversary, when we refer to one at all, as a double
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sapphire celebration. In the United Kingdom, however, the ninetieth anniversary is often referred to as the granite anniversary, and somehow that seems
more fitting. Granite is a majestic stone and one of the most durable. It is difficult to work with, but the results are frequently gratifying and often, well, monumental. I leave you with this hope: may the NMHR be as enduring as granite.
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Algodre v. Coreses

J ames E. D ory -G arduño

•

Owning the Commons in Fifteenth-Century Castile and Implications for
New Mexico Land Grants

V

arious forms of common land found in New Mexico’s Spanish land
grants lie at the heart of several controversial cases adjudicated by the
U.S. federal courts.1 Portions of grants, or entire conveyances, that had
lands designated as ejidos (multipurpose commons) or pasture lands were rejected
under various theories of law. After the U.S. Supreme Court denied claims to the
common land in United States v. Sandoval (1897), the U.S. Court of Private Land
Claims rejected similar claims to the ownership of common land in subsequent
grants.2 Legal historians, however, have noted that common lands have a long history in Castilian law, in which villages, towns, and cities exercised dominion over
these lands or maintained usage rights.3 These understandings raise questions
concerning the decisions of American courts, which had the difficult task of adjudicating Spanish (and Mexican) land grants, some of which dated to the 1600s.
The following pages discuss how a fifteenth-century lawsuit between the villages of Algodre and Coreses in Castile-León addresses the issue of the ownership of common lands later found in New Mexico. The Castilian Audiencia—an
appellate court staffed by eight learned justices and established by the Crown of
Castile in 1371—heard this case on appeal. During the proceedings, both villages
presented arguments that supported their claims to ownership of the commons,
outlining the principles of law that demonstrated that villages, towns, and cities
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Image 1. Interior courtyard of the Palacio de los Viveros,
Valladolid, Spain. The Audiencia decided cases, such as Consejo
de Algodre v. Consejo de Coreses, in the late-fifteenth century
in this complex. Photo courtesy of James E. Dory-Garduño.

owned their commons. These principles have implications for grants conveyed in
New Mexico’s Spanish period, which colonial governors issued under the same
principles of law.
In identifying these legal principles, the following discussion will address
how the Audiencia drew from this law, but also how the principles the Audiencia applied remained influential. For the Crown of Castile—her viceroys, governors, and alcaldes—later applied them in her possessions in the New World: lands
that fell solely under the jurisdiction of the Crown of Castile. Understanding the
origins and development of this legal tradition helps unravel the complexities of
the Castilian land tenure system established in the Iberian Peninsula and later
transmitted to the Americas. This study therefore focuses on how the villages of
Algodre and Coreses understood the various forms of common land and how
they argued for ownership of them before the Audiencia at Valladolid in the kingdom of Castile. The arguments presented by their attorneys tell us unequivocally
that villages, towns, and cities could and did own common lands. These arguments and the decision of the Audiencia Real Castellana in Consejo de Algodre v.
Consejo de Coreses (1457) moreover clarifies the meanings of land designations
found in the Peninsula and in New Mexico. Altogether, this evidence indicates an
inveterate tradition of villages, towns, and cities exercising dominion over common lands—a tradition later brought to and applied in New Mexico.
Scholars have cited the Siete Partidas as an early source that mentioned common lands. Law 9, title 28, partida 3 described various types of commons that
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inhabitants of a lugar (place), villa (town), or ciudad (city) controlled.4 The
Espéculo de las Leyes, another source of thirteenth-century Castilian law, also
stated that lugares, villas, and ciudades had señorío (ownership or dominion)
over certain common lands—ejidos, montes (woodlands), and dehesas (fenced
commons).5 The Fuero Viejo de Castilla—a fourteenth-century compilation of
earlier Castilian law also mentioned villas and ciudades and their control of
their ejidos.6 In addition to these sources, fueros (charters with enumerated
privileges or laws) from the thirteenth century and earlier, also contained evidence of common lands belonging to communities or municipalities.7 Royal
concessions (land grants) also mention “montes, aguas, pastos, y ejidos” and
state that they were granted to the grantees.8 Concessions given as early as the
ninth century in the Iberian Peninsula and those issued in New Mexico in the
eighteenth century described these types of land designations as integral to the
granted land. Royal decrees later published in Castilian compilations of law,
such as the Recopilación de las leyes destos Reynos mention these elements as
well.9 In book 2, title 1, laws 1 and 2, the Recopilación de leyes de los reynos de
las Indias incorporated the Siete Partidas and Castilian law in general, as supplemental law in the Spanish possessions of the New World.10 The Recopilación
(Indias), book 6, title 3, law 8 explicitly cited in New Mexico, featured the formulaic provisions for pastos, montes, and an ejido.11 The origins and meaning
of Castilian law prior to 1492 is therefore relevant to cases adjudicated in the
Americas, where Spanish officials issued grants with designated common lands
and water sources.
Despite these textual examples of written law, confusion among scholars has
and still surrounds these unique sources of land and water. Some in describing
land grants have used terms such as “usufructs,” when most conveyances never
mention this term; fewer conform to the requirements of a usufruct as laid out
in the Siete Partidas or Roman law found in the Emperor Justinian’s Corpus iuris
civilis.12 The idea that only equitable rights attached to common land, which
formed part of a royal concession, also conflicts with the historical record and
the very text of the land grants themselves. In these conveyances, officials gave
the grantees legal title and placed them in possession of that land. The Act of
Possession publicly indicated a transfer of legal, not equitable, title. It notified
people of transfer and gave them an opportunity to object to the transfer of title.
Still, in the late nineteenth century, the Court of Private Land Claims asserted
that certain grants, because of their intended uses and the language utilized in
their petitions, represented conveyances in which the grantor never conveyed
an ownership interest, but rather, some sort of usage or equitable right.13 These
theories underlie the reasoning that federal courts used to deny land claims. Yet,
they are neither based on principles of Castilian law concerning common land,
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nor any Castilian legal writings or precedent in the form of adjudications.
Previously, scholars have attempted to remedy these errors by identifying
land disputes in New Mexico where governors and other officials protected
Native lands by recognizing ejidos and other concepts of law. Others have
looked to sixteenth-century Castile to examine how commons were understood
and adjudicated in that era. More compelling evidence, however, lies deeper in
the history of Castile-León, where disputes over land were adjudicated before
the royal court and in courts the crown later established, such as the Audiencia. Evidence of these hearings date to at least the tenth century for the kingdom
of León and the County of Castile. Eventually, land disputes were adjudicated
by the audiencias of Castile-León. Enrique II (r. 1366–1367, 1369–1379) established the first Audiencia Real Castellana in 1371; Juan II (r. 1406–1454) permanently situated it at the town of Valladolid in 1442, where it served as the model
for all future audiencias, including those established in the Americas.14 Cases
involving land fell first within the jurisdiction of the Royal Audiencia, and by
the mid-fifteenth century, the tribunal heard them on appeal from cases tried by
corregidores or other royal officials.15
These adjudications provide vital evidence as to how litigants understood common lands described in fueros, royal concessions, and legal writings, such as the
Siete Partidas. They more precisely demonstrate how Castilians applied principles
of law formed in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries—principles later applied
in the Americas. In Consejo de Algodre v. Consejo de Coreses, two villages argued
over control of the surrounding lands and resources between their villages, lands,
and water they described as the montes, pastos, aguas, and ejidos.16 These terms
of land and water appear in the Siete Partidas, Espéculo de las Leyes, El Fuero Viejo
de Castilla, fueros, and royal concessions from as early as the ninth century, but
also in legal writings applicable to the Spanish possessions in the Americas, such
as the Ordenanzas de descubrimiento, nueva población y pacificación de las Indias
(1573) and the Recopilación de leyes de los reynos de las Indias (1681).17 Villages,
towns, and cities owned common land of which their residents had a right to use
them. They owned this land by law, through royal concession, or through decisions handed down by the royal courts, such as the Audiencia.
Algodre v. Coreses also provides an interesting case study, as no underlying conveyance granting any common lands to the villages survives. While
Queen Urraca of León-Castile included Algodre in a royal concession given
to the Order of the Cistercians in the twelfth century, no other grant or fuero
has emerged concerning the village.18 Unlike other villages or municipalities
that received a fuero or royal charter, Algodre and Coreses were within the
jurisdiction of the ancient city of Zamora.19 Zamora, which straddles the Rio
Duero and is situated sixty miles west of Valladolid in Castile-León, received
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Fig. 1. Consejo de Algodre v. Consejo de Coreses, Carta Ejecutoria, Valladolid, 8 August
1464, España. Ministerio de Educación, Cultura y Deporte. Archivo de la Real Chancillería
de Valladolid. PERGAMINOS, CAJA, 5, 2, fol. 1v. Upper area of the document. Courtesy of
the Archivo de la Real Audiencia y Chancillería, Valladolid, Spain.

Fig. 2. Consejo de Algodre v. Consejo de Coreses, Carta Ejecutoria, Valladolid, 8 August
1464, España. Ministerio de Educación, Cultura y Deporte. Archivo de la Real Chancillería
de Valladolid. PERGAMINOS, CAJA, 5, 2, fol. 3v. Upper left area of document. Courtesy of
the Archivo de la Real Audiencia y Chancillería, Valladolid, Spain.

a fuero in the twelfth century. However, it does not elaborate on the communal land associated with the villages within the city’s districts. As such, no
local law applied to the conflict. This meant that the Siete Partidas, as generally applicable law, applied. Had a grant been given to Algodre or Coreses,
the nature of the dispute would have changed, as written evidence concerning
property carried greater weight than testimony in land disputes. 20 As such,
Algodre v. Coreses allows us to evaluate not only how villages fought over common lands, where no underlying grant existed, but also how villages within
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the jurisdiction of a Castilian-Leonese city could make claims of ownership to
montes, pastos, and ejidos.
In the Castilian-Leonese tradition, villages, towns, and cities fit within a
hierarchy in which they received certain rights based on their size and status. A
Castilian villa ranked above a lugar, but below a ciudad in terms of municipal
rights, prestige, and size. Like a ciudad, it could have numerous aldeas (villages)
within its jurisdictional boundaries. As a villa, it was entitled to be represented
as a corporate entity as was a ciudad. Alfonso X’s (r. 1252–1284) Espéculo de las
Leyes, book 5, title 8, law 2 later expanded upon by the Siete Partidas, provided
that a lugar could also form a consejo (council), which could represent the village.21 These concejos could file suit in the name of their village as a corporate
entity against another lugar, town, or city over land or other issues.
In 1457 the consejo of Algodre sued the consejo of Coreses over an incident
that occurred within the contested boundaries between the two villages, which
they both allegedly used as commons.22 In proceedings preserved on twenty
leaves of parchment (forty pages verso and recto) the Audiencia issued a sentencia definitiva (definitive sentence) and recorded it in a carta ejecutoria (executory letter). The carta ejecutoria presented the procedural background of the
case, the disputed issues, and an elaboration of the arguments that the Audiencia considered to reach its decision. It also served as a judgment for the prevailing party. In the proceedings, both villages would refer to portions of these
términos (the surrounding land between the villages) as “prados et pastos et
montes et exidos” (meadows, pastures, woodlands, and multipurpose commons).23 These terms had technical, legal meanings: they designated common
lands, some with valuable resources, in which certain usage rights or full ownership could be attached.24 Villages, towns, and cities valued these rights and
frequently pursued litigation to defend them.
Algodre v. Coreses allows us to see how the Audiencia adjudicated a complex
boundary dispute that resolved several possibilities. For example, did Algodre
and Coreses each own its own montes, ejidos, and pastos distinct from Zamora
and other places? Or did Algodre and Coreses share ownership of these common spaces? Did the crown or Zamora have any claim or interest to the lands
in question? Analysis of these issues, the circumstances surrounding the dispute, and the Audiencia’s decision provides answers to these questions. Those
answers enable us to reach a better understanding of how numerous trained
legal professionals—who studied, practiced, lived, and breathed the law concerning these common lands—understood the applicable Castilian law later
transmitted to the New World.
The conflict between Algodre and Coreses erupted on a winter day in February 1457. Martín Rodríguez, Marina Alfonso, and Marina Matheos, villagers from
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Algodre, were grazing their sheep in the términos between the two villages.25
In the surviving documents, they claim that several men from Coreses assaulted
them, injured them, and seized their livestock. The men from Coreses proceeded to take eleven rams, which they allegedly sold, and they injured or scattered as many as five hundred sheep from the herd.26 As had been common
with villages and towns in the Peninsula, residents often herded their livestock
together—assembling them, naturally, in the commons.27 The sheep that were
lost probably hurt more people financially than just the three villagers named
in the suit. The village of Algodre, through its procurador (legal representative)
filed a complaint in the City of Zamora against the village of Coreses and the
men involved in the seizure of the livestock. According to the carta ejecutoria,
Algodre named the men from Coreses: Benito de Cubillos, Alfonso Cadenado,
Juan Carretero, Antón Martín, Juan de la Plaza, Nicolás Risa, Pedro Garzón,
and Juan Sanchino.28
Algodre submitted its complaint to Diego de Heredia, the corregidor in
Zamora. As corregidor, Heredia presided over the city council and represented
royal authority by enforcing royal law.29 Algodre requested that Heredia proceed
against the men of Coreses and impose the highest penalties allowed under the
law. Throughout the case, both parties refer to rights and law as justifying their
claims, not custom. Numerous bodies of law—the Fuero Real, Siete Partidas, and
the Fuero Juzgo—had been set in place and could be applied to the case.30 Alfonso
XI (r. 1312–1350) had established this hierarchy of legal authority at the legislative assembly (cortes) held at Alcalá de Henares in 1348 (see table 1). Royal law
that specifically addressed the issue would be applied first, then any local fuero,
including the Fuero Juzgo, a Castilian translation of the laws of the Visigoths also
known as Liber Iudiciorum. If neither of these bodies of law applied, the Siete Partidas would serve as a source of law of general applicability. The principles applied
in settling the dispute between Algodre and Coreses would be relevant in resolving disputes in New Mexico and other places in the Americas.
Algodre’s complaint originally focused on the assault and seizure of animals,
not the boundaries between the two villages. Algodre sought compensation and
punishment of the assailants. Within his duties as corregidor, Heredia could
hear, decide, or delegate cases.31 He chose to delegate this case. He, along with
the regidores (councilors) of the city council of Zamora, selected the regidor Fernando Núñez to investigate.32 They commissioned Núñez to conduct a pesquisa
(investigation), which the laws of the Visigoths, the Siete Partidas, and the Ordenamiento de Alcalá de Henares of 1348 all provided for in land disputes. Núñez, in
the course of his investigation, decided that the two villages had distinct boundaries. This fundamentally undercut Algodre’s claims that its residents had been
grazing within its boundaries or within space they had the right to use. Rather,
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Ca. 9th Century

Ca. 1188(9)

Ca. 7th Century–1240s as the Fuero (Principles applied through later
Juzgo
bodies of law in the Americas)

Ca. early 1250s

Ca. 1250s formally promulgated in 1492/1520s–1821
1348

Fueros (charters listing rights and
privileges)

Legislation from the Cortes
(Parliaments)

Lex Visigothorum (dates to the Seventh Century, but translated into
Castilian Spanish in the thirteenth
century and known as the Fuero
Juzgo.)

Fuero Real

Las Siete Partidas

“Derecho Indiano”
(Applicable only in the overseas
American possessions
of the crown of Castile-León)

1492

(continued to next page)

American Royal Audiencias Orders,
Decisions, and Doctrine

1492–1821 (In the Americas through Royal Concessions and Provisions,
the Council of the Indies after 1524) Decrees, Ordinances, Custom, and
Local Ordinances
(Principles applied through later
bodies of law in the Americas)

AD 1035 (counts of Castile issued 1492–1821
land grants beginning in the 9th
century)

Royal Concessions, mercedes reales
“land grants”

				
Applicable in Castile; applicable		
Applicable in Castile
in Castile-León after 1230
Chronology
and the Americas

Table 1. The Formation of Castilian Law, circa 1000–1821 (often imprecisely referred to as “Spanish Law”).
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1805

1567

1505

1371

1805

1681

1505
1567
Recopilación de leyes de los Reynos de
las Indias. (This expressly states that
Castilian law applies where its laws
are silent)

Note: This table is based on the following sources: Ordenamiento de Alcalá de Henares de 1348, Capítulo lxiv; “How the fueros ought to be observed”
in Cortes de los antiguos reinos de León y de Castilla. 7 vols., ed. Manuel Colmeiro (Madrid: Real Academia de la Historia, 1861–1903), 1:541–43; Leyes
de Toro, law 1, in Glosa de Miguel de Cifuentes sobre las Leyes de Toro (Medina del Campo: Matheo and Fracisco del Canto, 1555); book 2, title 1, law 2 in
Recopilación de leyes de los reynos de las Indias, 4 vols, preliminary study by Juan Manzano Manzano (Madrid: Julián de Paredes, 1681; facsimile reprint,
Madrid: Ediciones Cultura Hispánica, 1973); and Book 2, title 2, laws 1–12 in Novísima recopilación de las leyes de España. 12 vols. (Madrid, 1805–1807).
Table courtesy of James E. Dory-Garduño.

Novísima Recopiación

Recopilación (Castilla)

Leyes de Toro

Royal Audiencia (High Tribunal)
Orders, Decisions, Doctrine

Table 1 (continued)

the determination that distinct boundaries existed provided support to Coreses’s
defense, or theory of the case, which asserted that the villagers from Algodre had
trespassed onto their commons. Núñez marked off the boundaries between the
two villages, assigning the commons to Coreses and set in place official boundary
monuments. His actions were not arbitrary or based on custom.
The Siete Partidas speaks directly to the claims that the litigants were making.33 Firstly, it declares the principle that certain areas of a town or city were communal, such as ejidos, montes, dehesas, and other places. It then adds that these
communal spaces were established and granted to places (lugares), towns, and cities. As Concejos (councils) represented the lugares of Algodre and Coreses, law 9
applied to the dispute. Book 5, title 8, law 2 of the Espéculo de las Leyes, which is
likely the predecessor of law 9, makes clear that lugares had dominion over common lands: “las plazas, e los exidos, e los montes, e los términos.”34 They along
with towns and cities controlled these spaces, which the crown or lawful officials
established or granted to the locale. The Siete Partidas also provides that all inhabitants of the village, town, or city—“poor as well as rich”—could use them and
that non-residents could be excluded from them.35 For Coreses, the principles in
law 9 permitted it to exclude the villagers from Algodre from entering its commons; commissioned judge Fernando Núñez—deciding the case in favor of Coreses—delineated the boundaries between the two villages. The boundaries that he
marked gave Coreses the area in which the alleged assault took place.
The village of Algodre objected to Núñez’s conception of the dispute as simply a matter of identifying boundaries, which would imply Algodre’s villagers were trespassers. After receiving Núñez’s sentence, it appealed the case to
the Audiencia in Valladolid.36 Pedro López de Nájera represented Algodre as
its procurador. In the pleadings he submitted to the court, he argued that the
Audiencia should declare void the boundary indicators and monuments set by
Fernando Núñez along with his decision.37 López de Nájera then explained that
by conceiving the case as a boundary dispute, Fernando Núñez exceeded the
form and scope of his commission. He asserted that the original filing was a
criminal complaint for assault against certain individuals from Coreses and that
Algodre, and its citizens involved in the incident, sought damages for the stolen rams and lost sheep. Algodre did not ask to have the términos partitioned
because they had been used as commons by both villages.38 Only the matter of
the assault was presented to Núñez.
López de Nájera then turned to the evidence produced, claiming that Núñez
neglected to swear in several witnesses, depose them, or present them to the
representatives of Algodre, who could have contradicted what they said. Consequently, their testimony was not published; yet Núñez’s reliance on that
testimony prejudiced the village of Algodre, as the location of his boundary
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indicators and markers were based on their testimony.39 López de Nájera also
stated that other witnesses contradicted those that supported Coreses; they
stated that the “dichos terminos et prados et montes et exidos de los dichos lugares algodre et coreses fueran et eran comunes” (the said boundaries, meadows,
woodlands, and ejidos of the said places of Algodre and Coreses were [preterit]
and were used [imperfect] as commons).40 These witnesses also said that residents of Algodre and Coreses had used these commons to herd, stubble-graze,
and cut timber in the términos of both places longer than anyone could remember. It had been so since time immemorial.41 Under a time immemorial claim,
an argument for ownership could be made based on how long the lands had
been used—fifty years according to the Fuero Juzgo (Lex Visigothorum), or forty
years under the Siete Partidas, depending on the circumstances.42
While the Siete Partidas states that commons could not be acquired by an
individual through prescription, attorneys in other cases argued before the
Audiencia that a town’s council could claim ownership of commons based on
possession over extended periods of time.43 López de Nájera, to cover all plausible time periods that legitimate a claim of ownership found in the Fuero Juzgo
and the Siete Partidas, said that Algodre had been in possession of the land for
more than “ten, twenty, thirty, forty, fifty, and sixty years.” He added that there
were more witnesses to this view than those who said the lands at issue had
been divided.44 The claim of having more witnesses was not mere argument; it
had a technical purpose. It served to rebut the legal presumption that the Fuero
Real gave in favor of defendants if both litigants presented an equal amount of
credible witnesses.45 By claiming Algodre had more witnesses, López de Nájera
added support to his central claim that Núñez’s sentence should be reversed. He
continued that the Audiencia should order the residents from Coreses to refrain
from disturbing, disrupting, or bothering anyone using the “pastos, montes and
exidos” to pasture, stubble-graze, water their livestock, or cut wood.46 He also
requested that the Audiencia issue an injunction that would order the officials in
Zamora not to take any further action until the court viewed the entire appeal.47
Representing the “council and good men” of Coreses, Martín Alfonso de
Bolaño appeared before the oidores (justices) of the Audiencia.48 He first argued
that Algodre had consented to the commission of Fernando Núñez. This argument was based in the long-standing right found in the Lex Visigothorum
that judges could be delegated or consented to by the parties.49 There was no
issue over whether Núñez should have handled the case. Alfonso de Bolaño
emphasized that this occurred with no objection from Algodre at the time, so
they should not be allowed to bring it up again. He continued, arguing that
Algodre had accepted Núñez’s sentence and that the issues being appealed were
res adjudicata, or they had been decided and therefore should be barred from
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an additional adjudication.50 He then urged the Audiencia to confirm the lower
decision and order Algodre to pay the costs of the new proceedings.
Moving from arguments based on procedure, Alfonso de Bolaño turned
to the facts of the case. He stated that Algodre had not been in continuous
possession of the lands in question, but that Coreses had had possession of
them, which they held separately from Algodre.51 The lands in question were
indeed commons, but they belonged to Coreses: they were his exclusive commons in which Algodre and residents of other places had been excluded.
Alfonso de Bolaño continued that Coreses could rightly seize anyone lacking
permission or license who attempted to use its términos. The right of one locale
to defend its commons and deny non-citizens access to them is provided for in
title 28, law 9, division 3 of the Siete Partidas. In making this assertion, Alfonso
de Bolaño also provided a definition for términos. In the context of boundaries
surrounding a locale, términos meant pastos, prados, montes, aguas, and ejidos
collectively: these were all forms of commons that individuals from a village, villa,
or ciudad could exclusively use, but were owned—as demonstrated through the
rights to possess, use, defend, and exclude—by that village, villa, or ciudad not any
individual. Alfonso de Bolaño then stated that Fernando Núñez properly marked
the boundaries.52 He urged for the Audiencia to defend and protect Coreses in its
possession of its términos and order all others to refrain from entering them. He
reiterated that the residents of Algodre or any others should be warned against
disrupting or disturbing the inhabitants of Coreses.53
Pedro López de Nájera, representing Algodre, responded by stating that the
Audiencia should have jurisdiction and should decide the case as an appeal.54 He
argued that the Council of Coreses never held the términos in question—prados, montes, and pastos—separately from Algodre nor prevented its inhabitants
from entering them.55 He also stated that this included the land marked by Fernando Núñez, which Algodre had peacefully possessed since time immemorial. He admitted that although some of this land may have belonged to Coreses,
Algodre through uncontested use should at the least have a servitude (servidumbre) to those portions.56 A servidumbre could be a usage right in the form of an
easement, which represented a stronger and distinct right from the contractually created usufruct.57 López de Nájera also added that Algodre had established
usage rights to cotos (fenced reserves) under the conditions of use and custom in
other places, some as far away as “three shots of a crossbow” as opposed to the
close proximity of Coreses.58 By claiming Algodre should at least have a usage
right, López de Nájera, through his time immemorial claim, argued that at most
Algodre should have outright title to the commons. He then requested the Audiencia to decide the case in Algodre’s favor and condemn Coreses for taking away
the common land and award Algodre all the remedies the law afforded.59
64

New Mexico Historical Review / Volume 92, Number 1, Winter 2017

Map 1. Map of the Iberian Peninsula, c. 1457. In the fifteenth
century, Valladolid had replaced Burgos as the de facto capital
of Castile-León. In the sixteenth century, Madrid replaced
Valladolid as the capital. Algodre and Coreses lie just east
of Zamora along the Duero River. Map courtesy of James E.
Dory-Garduño.

Map 2. Map by of Zamora, Algodre, and Coreses, c. 1457. Map
courtesy of James E. Dory-Garduño.

After hearing these pleadings, the Audiencia ordered that Fernando
Núñez’s sentence be vacated and revoked.60 It ordered the parties to file new
petitions and to present witnesses and evidence to support their case.61 It also
enjoined the officials—corregidor, alcaldes, regidores, and any other ministers—in Zamora from taking any further action against Algodre. The Audiencia additionally ordered that all matters concerning the case should be
suspended or returned to their status before the filing of the suit.62 It gave
Pedro López de Nájera, continuing in his representation of Algodre, sixty
days to present his witnesses and evidence beginning on 13 December 1457.
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Coreses would have the same amount of time. The Audiencia ordered the parties to use its reception halls for the new proceedings.63 The village of Algodre
certainly celebrated upon hearing this decision. Common land had enormous
value in a pastoral economy where people used it to herd, graze, and water
their livestock and collect timber to construct buildings, tools, commodities,
and weapons.
López de Nájera’s next filings included his arguments on what would now
be the central issue in the case. Did Algodre and Coreses own the common
lands between both villages jointly or did they belong exclusively to Coreses?
Although Algodre had objected to framing the case around this issue, it had
to be decided before damages could be awarded for the allegedly stolen and
lost livestock. López de Nájera again averred that the lands in question were
commons and that Algodre had peaceably held them in possession since time
immemorial.64 He argued that the only divided lands were some cotos. He then
explained the multiple meanings of coto in the context of common land. In
prior disputes, coto had a flexible meaning and could be a hunting reserve or
some other commons fenced off similar to a dehesa. Derived from the Latin
term cautus for “cautious,” it took on the connotation of “secure or guarded”
land. López de Nájera stated that it was a reserve for grazing and keeping oxen,
which each council had rights to for specific periods of time through custom
and use without charging fees, seizing material or animals, or hindering each
other’s use. He added that Algodre used these lands freely and until this incident occurred, Coreses did not oppose its use.65
He continued that Coreses had not proved its case and then proceeded to
impeach its witnesses on grounds that they contradicted themselves and lacked
credibility. Again, this served to overcome the legal presumption given to defendants when both sides presented an equal amount of credible witnesses.66 One
witness, López de Nájera argued, had never set foot in either Algodre or Coreses or any other place within the region; instead, he was a night traveler and a
drunk.67 He dismissed several other witnesses as drunks and thieves, and stated
that some had been corrupted with bribes. Others, he claimed, were crazy and
lacked capacity—stating that one senseless man was infamous for walking, acting, and dressing publicly as a woman. Some witnesses had been excommunicated, whom López de Nájera denounced for an array of reasons.68 He claimed
other witnesses had conflicts of interests. They had interests in property they
received from the Council of Coreses or held land that would increase in value
by a decision in favor of Coreses.69 He then listed several men and women from
Coreses and questioned their credibility, as they had provided money for the
suit and stood to lose a great deal financially. For López de Nájera, all of these
witnesses lacked credibility.
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Alfonso de Bolaño submitted a response for the lugar of Coreses, in which
he claimed his party had proved its propositions and thus established its case.70
He advised the Audiencia that Coreses held the términos in question separately
from Algodre and that they were delineated and marked with official monuments.
He added that Coreses, not Algodre, possessed the commons since time immemorial.71 He also explained that Coreses had rightly seized any livestock that had
entered within its marked boundaries. He urged the Audiencia to forbid Algodre
from entering Coreses’s términos or pay rent for using them. Alfonso de Bolaño
then questioned the credibility of the witnesses who testified for Algodre. He
claimed that all of them were within the third and fourth familial degree of citizens of Algodre and some owned property in Algodre.72 The Fuero Real generally
prohibited family members from testifying on behalf of each other due to natural biases.73 Alfonso de Bolaño attempted to disqualify the witnesses based on this
principle. He subsequently accused several of them for being renegades against
God, and that they were drunks and recipients of bribes.74 Consequently, it was
the witnesses for Algodre, he argued, that should not be believed.
Both attorneys continued to impeach the other’s witnesses and rehabilitate
their own. López de Nájera replied that his witnesses had given testimony in
good faith, were credible, and had good reputations.75 He also denied that they
were related in the manner that Coreses had claimed or had interests in the outcome of the suit. Further, he argued, Algodre had also provided more witnesses.
He said that the impeachments by Coreses were not proper and that Coreses’s
new requests for damages were malicious, since they prolonged the suit and
lacked any evidentiary support. After hearing this argument, the Audiencia
issued an order that allowed further testimony and evidence to be presented.76
Coreses, should it not prove its propositions before the court, would be subject
to a penalty of three thousand maravedís.77 López de Nájera requested that the
Audiencia name a receptor, a scribe designated to receive the evidence, which it
did in the name of the Escribano Sánchez de Matabuena. It then increased the
time permitted to provide evidence to an additional fifty days after which that
evidence would be published.78
Alfonso de Bolaño, representing Coreses, then argued that Coreses had established its proofs regarding the boundary markers. He also stated that Coreses had
established its propositions, but Algodre had not, nor had it submitted its evidence on time. These witnesses also presented contrary testimony, had improper
interests, and testified in bad faith.79 In contrast, he argued, Coreses presented
more credible witnesses, who testified that monuments marked and divided the
términos between each locale. These witnesses saw the boundary markers with
their own eyes. Alfonso de Bolaño also suggested that the Audiencia should
send someone to verify that the old monuments were in place and that they
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demarcated the villages.80 He added that these official markers had been recognized in the earlier proceedings.
López de Nájera responded to this new evidence by pointing out the defects
in the testimony of the witnesses presented by Coreses, citing contradictions
and statements given in bad faith. In contrast, his witnesses exceeded those of
Coreses in number and were more trustworthy. He reiterated Algodre’s claims
to damages in respect to the lost sheep and the seized livestock. The case, nonetheless, still hinged on whether there was sufficient evidence to prove that the
términos between the two villages had been divided prior to the assault. López
de Nájera argued that the witnesses who went to inspect the monuments that
marked the divisions between Algodre and Coreses agreed that the monuments
were new and not old markers. The case turned on this fact.81
After reading the propositions and evidence presented, the Audiencia found
that Algodre had proved its case. In doing so, López de Nájera established that
the “términos, prados, pastos, montes, and ejidos” between Algodre and Coreses were commons owned by both places.82 The Audiencia also accepted that
these common lands had been used as such since “time immemorial.” In its
decision, the Audiencia declared that Algodre and Coreses jointly owned the
términos, prados, pastos, montes, and ejidos.83 The inhabitants of each place
were entitled to pasture, stubble-graze, and cut wood freely and without penalty in the términos. The Audiencia also admonished each village not to seize
or attempt to seize any of the inhabitants from the other village. It also ordered
Coreses to restore all of the livestock that it had taken from the men and women
of Algodre and to pay restitution for any other damages. Coreses was also
ordered to pay the penalty of three thousand maravedís for the additional proceedings where it attempted to prove that the términos between the two villages
had been divided.84
Alfonso de Bolaño appealed the decision on the behalf of Coreses. He stated
that the Audiencia should declare its sentence void and that the decision was
an injustice. He argued that the evidence showing that the términos had been
divided was greater than which Algodre presented. He also claimed that an
ancient land grant had been made to Coreses and that the monuments in question
reflected those ancient boundaries. He urged the Audiencia to visually inspect
the monuments.85 He added that the Audiencia believed Algodre’s witnesses,
but it could have just as easily believed Coreses’s. He also stated that Algodre at
most proved that it used the términos and this established at best a usage right
to the commons not ownership; the Audiencia exceeded its scope in declaring that Coreses and Algodre owned the términos jointly.86 Here, Alfonso de
Bolaño distinguished between establishing a usage right based on use and custom and outright ownership, which the Audiencia established for both villages
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by declaration.87 If the Audiencia’s declaration had only given equitable rights in
the form of usage rights, Alfonso de Bolaño’s comment would make no sense.
López de Nájera made the same distinction. Together, these arguments prove
that common lands could be owned outright, jointly or individually.
The Audiencia took Alfonso de Bolaños appeal on behalf of Coreses under
consideration. After deliberating in Valladolid on 8 August 1464, it issued a sentencia definitiva in the degree of a revista (review) affirming its decision in favor
of Algodre.88 It stated that that decision was “good, just, and lawfully given.”
It ordered Coreses to pay costs in the suit in the amount of 12,500 maravedís.
It also ordered a carta ejecutoria to be issued to Algodre as requested, so that
all would know the final judgment. The Audiencia added that the citizens and
inhabitants currently living there and their offspring shall have the “prados,
pastos, montes, and ejidos of the said places freely and without penalty.”89 It
ordered Coreses not to seize nor consent to seize the citizens and inhabitants
of Algodre nor their livestock nor any of their belongings. Algodre likewise was
not to do the same to Coreses or its citizens and inhabitants. Both villages were
ordered to respect the wheat fields, vineyards, fenced prados, and cotos owned
by the respective councils.90
Algodre v. Coreses provides further evidence that reveals litigants recognized the principles contained in law 9, title 28, division 3 of the Siete Partidas
as well as others that dealt with the ownership of common lands. Had Coreses
persuaded the Audiencia that the términos between the two towns had been
divided and marked with monuments or that commissioned judge Fernando
Núñez had properly divided them, it would have been able to prevent Algodre
from using those separated lands. It would have been the sole owner. Its
actions in seizing the herds of sheep would have been justified under its rights
to defend its commons and exclude outsiders from using them. In discussing
the commons belonging to a village, town, or city, title 28, law 9, division 3 of
the Siete Partidas stated that “those who might be residents elsewhere cannot
make use of them against the will or prohibition of those that live therein.”91
Since Coreses could not prove that the common land belonged only to it, law
9 worked to guarantee the rights of the citizens and inhabitants of Algodre.
Law 9 continued: “And these are established and granted for the advantage of
all men of each city, villa, castle, or other place. Because every man who is a
resident therein can make use of all of these aforementioned things: and they
are communal to all, for the poor as well as the rich.”92 The Audiencia also
made sure to state that municipally owned lands, such as vineyards and wheat
fields, referred to in title 28, law 10, division 3 of the Siete Partidas, were not
communal for individual use, but exclusively belonged to the municipalities
to provide income for their upkeep.93 Both villages were ordered to respect
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these lands as well as the fenced cotos and other places specifically owned by
the council of Coreses.
Algodre v. Coreses also demonstrated that villages owned lands designated as
prados, pastos, montes, and ejidos. Alfonso de Bolaño, in representing Coreses,
made this clear when he complained that the Audiencia declared the prados,
pastos, montes, and ejidos to belong to both villages. He would have preferred
a declaration from the court stating that Algodre simply had a right to continue using the términos based on custom and usage rather than ownership.
This would have been established under a form of prescription that specifically
allowed the establishment of usage rights to pastures, ejidos, and water sources.
It would have amounted to no more than a servitude. The Audiencia’s decision,
however, provided a form of title for both villages. In the sixteenth century,
when the jurist Gregorio López glossed the Siete Partidas in Latin, he stated in
his commentary to law 9, title 28, division 3 that “it seems to be proved” (by the
provisions of law 9) that the termini (montes, pastos, and ejidos) belonged to
the cities or villages.94 Algodre v. Coreses proved that they did.
That Fernando Núñez had actually marked boundaries in the early proceedings indicates that Coreses had persuaded the officials in Zamora that the
two villages had distinct boundaries within the greater términos of the city of
Zamora. This indicates that even small villages, such as Algodre, had potential
claims to dominion over common lands in addition to the individually owned
property its residents held, as mentioned in the case. At one point, Alfonso de
Bolaño suggested there was an ancient grant that purportedly proved Coreses’s case, but he could not produce any evidence of it.95 In numerous adjudications, the lack of an authentic surviving charter injured a claimant’s case. Still,
both villages made claims to ownership applying the principles of the Siete Partidas, Fuero Real, and Fuero Juzgo, and other sources of written law.96 In the
end, the Audiencia declared through its final judgment that both villages owned
the commons.97 This also shows that the lands in question were not by default
part of the royal domain: the crown never appears in the proceedings to defend,
claim, or maintain an interest in the disputed lands. The city of Zamora, likewise, never claimed an interest.
For later disputes, such as those adjudicated in the Americas, where agents
of the crown issued grants under the same principles of law, Algodre v. Coreses
provides precedent that villages, towns, and cities owned the common lands. If
villages, towns, and cities could not own common lands, and if common land
always remained part of the royal domain as later American courts decreed,
Algodre v. Coreses would make no sense. Had the principles applied by the Audiencia Real Castellana been understood by those who argued, and more importantly, those who decided land claims in New Mexico, cases such as United
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States v. Sandoval (San Miguel del Vado Grant) and Pueblo of Zia et al. v. U.S. et
al. (Ojo del Espíritu Santo Grant of 1766) would have turned out differently.98
Hundreds of thousands of acres, now federal land, would have remained under
the control of Hispanic settlements, Pueblo Indian villages, and individual
grantees. The U.S. courts and the Congress affirmed the Castilian common
land tradition unknowingly in some grants, particularly where the references
to common lands or water did not create a significant issue. In other cases,
justices gave deference to the actual text of the conveyance, respecting the
grant for what it plainly stated and what it plainly conveyed.99 Had federal
courts in the late-nineteenth century read their earlier precedent, the concept of ownership of the commons might have more fully become a part of the
New Mexican legal tradition, as did other principles from the Siete Partidas
and the Recopilaciones.
The Audiencia Real Castellana’s adjudication of Consejo de Algodre v. Consejo de Coreses shows how these principles of land tenure were applied within
their natural setting. In light of this revelation, the court’s assumption in United
States v. Sandoval that common lands never left the public domain is simply
inconsistent with Algodre v. Coreses and other cases; the Siete Partidas; Castilian royal decrees and grants; custom and use; and principles found throughout
the Recopilación de leyes de los reynos de las Indias and the Recopilación de las
leyes destos Reynos.100 If Algodre and Coreses established title to common lands
with no surviving original grant, then royal concessions that explicitly granted
common lands to the grantees provide even stronger evidence that the crown
granted these recipients nothing short of full legal title.
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The 2017 Report; A Case Study as a Model for Historians
N ugent B rasher

•

Exploring for the Coronado Trail

H

istorians enjoy a story opened with a grabber, a spike of temptation
readers cannot escape. Avoiding emotion, geologists and archaeologists prefer to open their stories with an abstract. Investors are accustomed to reading an executive summary preceding the support documents.
While respecting all of these gambits, I am most hopeful that this story opens
with promise.
The telling that follows is about a search process employed to find a legendary and long-sought route, the Coronado Trail. A geologist, that’s me, is the
storyteller, as well as the searcher. My narrative begins at the time I left the university in 1969 and entered the geological workforce. Upon arrival at the office,
Nugent Brasher is an exploration geologist who wishes to acknowledge many: First and foremost I recognize those master exploration geologists who trained me and who provided the
foundation that led to this writing—I hope all of them are “runnin’ high and lookin’ good.”
My father was an exploration geologist, and I am confident that he influenced me more than
I could ever realize, and I salute him respectfully and warmly. Durwood Ball and Richard
Flint must be thanked for their encouragement, support, and guidance of my Coronado publications. For providing much appreciated thoughtful comment on this report, I am grateful
to Matt Schmader, Mike Waters, and Lon Lehr. With sober sadness I recollect my enduring
memories of Bernard L. “Bunny” Fontana, reader and thoughtful supporter of all my reports,
including this one. Bunny passed away on 2 April 2016. All students of the Borderlands will
miss him. To my exploration team, no words of gratitude suffice. We grouped together for
years, hunting and finding and smiling. We moved from prospect to prospect, making discoveries. Those years were magic. What an honor to have hunted with each of you. Lastly, and
following tradition, there will be no break here in the policy of ending my reports with expressions of love and respect for Karen Whiteside Brasher, who appeared among those long trains
of travelers in far-away countries, we together learning how to walk.
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my masters began to train me in hopes that I would become an exploration geologist. The first bit of this tale is about that learning experience. Then the story
skips forward some thirty to forty years to a case study of how I applied geological exploration methods and philosophy for purposes of historical sleuthing.
The process is the story.
Exploration is original research. My previous publications were exploration
reports containing original research data and information. This report, however, is not a presentation of original research material but rather a description
of the method and process that I used to explore the sixteenth-century trail of
Capt. Gen. Francisco Vázquez de Coronado.1
The methodology I employed was basic, experiential, and instinctual. Exploration must be innovative and flexible, so I customized traditional exploration
fundamentals for application to a specific search for Coronado. Customization was essential because there is no such thing as an orthodox exploration
approach. Each exploration is singular and dynamic, with the ending impossible to know beforehand.
Source Documents
In the late 1960s, I began my professional career as an exploration geologist
working in an office with five experienced explorers. These masters trained me
to examine and interpret original (primary) source documents to create a custom map predicting where undiscovered oil fields were hiding, to write a report
supporting my claims, and to make a formal presentation of my reasoning and
conclusions before my colleagues. One of my trainers tagged exploration as a
form of detective work, asserting that clues resided in the documents, and if
these clues were correctly interpreted, a fruitful map could be drawn.2
The original source documents I examined for geological exploration were
records pertaining to individual wells in a defined area. Data from those historical wells were the sources for extracting clues useful for locating undiscovered
oil fields. Historians might think of such original source documents as primary historical records for a singular event that is only one of many in a larger
event—such as the records pertaining to an individual battle site of the American Civil War residing in a database of all known battles—with the hope of mining the database to locate undiscovered battle sites.
Original source documents initially consulted for regional exploration by
oil geologists in the late 1960s included electric logs and sample logs, each of
which were graphical, not textual. Also included were scout tickets and driller’s
logs. Some of these tickets and logs were typewritten but most were handwritten by the recorder, who wrote in abbreviations using the slang and jargon of oil
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Electric log, 1946 (original source document). Right, top to bottom: handwritten driller’s
log, 1922 (original source document), scout ticket, 1947 (original source document),
typewritten driller’s log, 1924 (secondary source document). Documents courtesy of Audra
Horton, Geological Research Center, Abilene, Texas. Images courtesy of Nugent Brasher.

scouts and drillers (fig. 1). These documents were provided by people or instruments closely associated with a particular well at the time of the drilling; the
recorders—human or mechanical—were likely present on the drill site. While
these documents represented the major portion of the official account and were
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required to be filed with public regulatory agencies, they did not represent all
the original source documents. Some documents did not require public release
and were retained by exploration and production companies for competitive
reasons, making them more difficult to retrieve.
Documents containing data elements extracted from these original sources
and presented again were always considered secondary source documents.
While scouts and drillers sometimes recorded errors in original documents,
copiers and encoders generating secondary documents introduced most mistakes or inaccuracies. Additional complications were created by a copier’s routine of reporting only selected bits of data rather than all the data, a practice
that left secondary documents incomplete. Furthermore, secondary documents
often contained annotations. My trainers took care to remind me that I was to
present my own interpretation and that outside annotations should be avoided
during the primary stage of exploration.
Experience taught that some geological documents were dangerous regardless of the source. Some original documents were totally and absolutely incorrect; their only service was to fool the unknowing, a purpose for which certain
ones were clearly and intentionally designed. Still other documents were mostly
correct, but contained subtle errors that would plague interpreters.
Historians likewise have access to original and secondary source documents.
From my point of view, the handwritten testimony of a traveler from 1540 to a
scribe is an original source document, but a subsequently transcribed, translated, annotated, and published interpretation of that testimony is a secondary
document.
Exploration geologists discriminate between original and secondary documents, choosing the appropriate time to consult secondary sources. The intent
is to compile a database by following the adage that “accuracy trumps completeness,” that is, missing data is less problematic than incorrect data. Because
I solely employed original source documents, as a geologist, I could read and
interpret the records only by learning the language and the signs. Consequently,
my exploration was founded on reading and interpreting original geological
source documents in their specialized language, not a translation or transcription, and by providing my own personal annotations.3
My trainers considered the original source documents to be a narrative best
understood when they are read in chronological order as written. Examining source documents in such sequence provides a perspective to understand
what was known at a specific time and to observe what action was taken on that
knowledge. A chronological reading enables the explorer to watch the event
evolve. This is a version of “who knew what, when did they know it, and what
did they do?” Such a snapshot may provide clues to motive for a specific action
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and helps answer the question of “why did they do that?” This method reveals
the historical search patterns, showing wrong turns, and right ones, too, and
provides explanations based on what was known at the time as opposed to what
was known subsequently.
Because of the competitive milieu of oil exploration, the initial dataset
obtained by oil explorers was normally nearly complete. By law, the release
of such data was required, after a short delay. Libraries and commercial outlets subsequently retrieved, archived, and organized the released data, making
the records easily available, for a price, to competing geologists. This luxurious convenience is not normally enjoyed by historical investigators, who must
search through volumes of material, sometimes not knowing exactly what they
are seeking, often being surprised by what they uncover, never knowing if they
found all the relevant data, and fearing that they have missed valuable sources.
My search for Coronado was facilitated by Richard Flint’s and Shirley Cushing
Flint’s collection of documents and their sorting of them by date written. This
favorable state of affairs provided me the means to read a complete set of Coronado-related documents in chronological order. I now appreciate this circumstance as an anomaly in historical sleuthing.
Leads
After gathering the initial dataset and organizing it into the preferred order, such
as from earliest date to the last, the geologist began his inquiry by reading and
interpreting the source documents, while keeping a journal to mark his trail of
investigation. Of foremost importance was to employ the art of pattern recognition to compare well logs to one another to obtain measurements of elevations
and thicknesses of strata. These measurements were then used in geological mapping to reconstruct the ancient landscape. Multiple maps were required; some
showed topography at a given time, others showed thickness of geological strata,
and still others showed the type of rock present. The maps were custom created
by the individual geologist; they were unique maps that had never before been
drawn. Geology, petroleum science, and dates comprised most of the data elements needed for regional oil and gas exploration mapping. The end result was
a set of graphics illustrating the geologist’s prediction of locations where oil fields
likely lay hidden. These locations became “areas of interest,” or “leads.”
Not all leads were equal. Some were revealed as potential monetary giants,
some enjoyed more supporting evidence than others, and some were crippled by
issues that would restrict further investigation of the lead. Most sought by interested parties were leads that might locate oil fields large in size and rich in production. Such fields were tagged “elephants.” Indeed, the exploration manager
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had selected the study area because of its potential for elephants, by so doing
enforcing the prerequisite that potential fields to be discovered must be worthy
of the search for them in the first place. Elephant territory was described as having “romance,” an essential quality for any exploration target because romance
emotionally bonds the explorer to the adventure.
The geologist ranked the leads from most to least potential for discovering
a productive source of oil or gas. Then each lead was examined meticulously
after acquiring supplementary original source documents pertinent to a specific examination and after consulting, for the first time, secondary documents
to the dataset. Geologists exercised caution while considering secondary documents, demanding that their authors demonstrate an indisputable foundation
for their opinions. To gain a general view of specific and known oil fields, geologists could consult books and reports describing and illustrating typical fields.
Lead examination often prompted geoscientists and engineers to develop new
means of investigating available and existing data. In the process, they exposed
by new technology those clues preserved in archival records, but not previously
recognized, and by so doing weakened or strengthened a lead.
Comparison of a predicted oil field, that is, the lead, to an extant oil field, is
always instructive. This practice is akin to a historian consulting reports and
maps of individual forts in a region containing multiple forts, some similar to
others but not all the same. The historian might desire to know the typical look
of a fort or the range in fort appearance, perhaps in hopes of predicting where
an undiscovered post might be hiding or of reclassifying one already extant.
In the same way, an archaeologist compares artifacts from developing sites to
pieces from established sites, using “look-alike” as one of the attributes to consider for purposes of identification.
Risk
Paramount in exploration is reducing the risk of failure. The geologist commences this process by exercising extreme care with initial data interpretation
and mapping. After identifying multiple leads through regional mapping, the
geologist, who represents the principal proponent of a set of leads and knows
the most about them, then pursues individual leads with the intention of discrediting them. In the jargon of oil and gas exploration, he tries to “kill” a lead.
All leads are purposely pursued to exhaustion, leaving nothing uninvestigated,
the result being death or survival.4
Death of a lead can result from technical reasons such as erroneous data or
ambiguous interpretation. Death can also be caused by nontechnical issues such
as not enough return on the investment or concerns about operating conditions.
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Leads are commonly killed as a consequence of knowing that a particular landowner is unwilling to allow exploration or willing to permit it only at an extravagant price. Exclusion of failed leads is a means of elevating the survivors in order
to devote financial and technical resources to the most-attractive opportunities.
Prospects, Plays, Pays, and Leases
As examination of data proceeds, some leads cannot be killed and therefore
are advanced to “prospect” status, meaning that expensive original source data
will be obtained in hopes of discovering an oil field. In the fortunate event that
the prospects are arranged in a pattern and display a likeness to one another,
the prospects can be grouped to create a “play.” Plays are attractive because
they reduce risk by providing multiple opportunities for success. Additionally,
since the prospects are similar, procedures and logistics can be standardized
and optimized. Procedures can be modified as development progresses, further
reducing risk and expenditure, and concomitantly increasing the probability of
success. What is learned on any one prospect can be applied to the other prospects in a play.
One valuable ingredient in oil exploration is the study of existing oil fields.
Metaphorically for this discussion, Coronado campsites, battle sites, and occupation sites are equivalent to oil fields. Exploration of Coronado sites, however,
was not possible in 2004 because no sites had been adequately mapped. As of
October of that year, the published Coronado dataset pertaining to specific
sites included only photographs and sketches of artifacts found at the Jimmy
Owens site in Texas and at the LA 54147 and LA 326 sites in New Mexico (see
table 1). All three were considered bona fide Coronado presence, but none had
been mapped to show the size, shape, or arrangement of the expedition’s presence. Most conspicuous by its absence from the dataset of 2004 was any relevant
description of the showcase Jimmy Owens site discovered in 1995 and studied
until 2008. This unfortunate omission from the published historical record continues at the time of this writing, effectively denying researchers the results of
thirteen years of university study of the sole accepted Coronado site.5
Continuing to apply the analogy of Coronado presence and oil fields, I
injected the reality that, more commonly than might be expected, drillers fail to
recognize a successful find—they bore through the oil zone without detecting
it, or they assign an incorrect identity to it, thereby diminishing its true importance. Explorers describe this significant blunder as “drilling through the pay
and not seeing it.” Recognition of the target when it is encountered is mandatory for successful exploration. So, I wondered whether signs of the Coronado
expedition had been found in the past and not realized.6
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Table 1. Documentation of Coronado Presence
		
Years
		
Excavated
Site or Location

Coronado
Type

or Year		
Images or
Site
Published Report Illustrations Map^

Pecos

Unrecognized*

1915–1929

Y

N

N

Hawikku

Unrecognized*

1917–1923

Y

N

N

Santiago Pueblo LA 326

Unrecognized*

1934–1935

Y

N

N

Santiago Pueblo LA 326

Unrecognized*

1957

Y

Y

N

State Road 528 LA 54147

Presence

1989

Y

Y

N

Santiago Pueblo LA 326

Battle

1997

Y

Y

N

Jimmy Owens

Trail Camp

2003

Y

Y

N

Hawikku

Battle

2005

Y

Y

Y

Kyakima

Presence

2005

Y

Y

Y

Kuykendall

Trail Camp

2007

Y

Y

Y

Piedras Marcadas

Battle

2009

Y

Y

Y

El Morro

Presence

2009

Y

Y

N

Doubtful Canyon

Trail Camp

2011

Y

Y

N**

Kechiba:wa (Ojo Caliente) Presence

2011

Y

N

N

Minnie Bell

Trail Camp

2013

Y

Y

Y

Hidden Valley

Trail Camp

2013

Y

Y

N

Santiago Pueblo LA 326

Battle

2015***

Note: Table courtesy of the author.
^ Map that shows the spatial array of recovered sixteenth-century artifacts.
* Circa-1997 confidently interpreted by scholars to be Coronado presence.
** Landowners requested that no maps be published.
*** Active excavation underway in 2015 at LA 326.

To continue oil exploration after prospect identification requires contact with
the landowner to secure authorization to drill on his land. This requirement is
called “getting a lease” and is paramount to success; without a lease, no exploration can proceed, and the prospect is doomed to failure. While historical exploration demands the same process for a physical landscape, the historian is often
confronted additionally with gaining permission, or “getting a lease,” just to see
documents or artifacts in collections held by individuals or private institutions.
Exploration Value
Exploration is a hunt. The quarry, or target of the hunt, must be worthy of
the endeavor. The famous Coronado offers romance and is the equal of an oil
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elephant, thus satisfying those requisites. One morning in September 2004, the
Flints recounted to me bits of the colorful history of the long hunt for the trail of
the captain general, and for the first time, I heard the names Winship and Chichilticale. After listening to the Flints, I assessed the Coronado saga as a worthy but immature play, an exploration opportunity that despite over a century
of scholarly work, had yielded only scant data, while at the same time, it presented multiple chances for discovery of a laudable prize. Most of all, the hunt
for Coronado offered the thrill of a romantic search.
Curious and compelling to me was that the original source documents essential to chase Coronado were not feasibly available to an explorer in 2004. The
Flints’ authoritative tome containing the gathered and transcribed documents
would not be on shelves until summer of the next year. Given that the Flints
had offered me advance copies of the transcriptions, I enjoyed the competitive
advantage of being first to hold their valuable dataset. As Richard Flint would
write eleven years after the fact, “And of course in your case it was the Spanish
transcriptions that you needed, almost none of which had previously been published [before 2005].” In geological experience, this rare and prized opportunity
was equivalent to being the first and only explorer in the private data room.7
The play offered challenges. It was a search for presumed campsites along an
undetermined trail. No campsites had been described and few artifacts had been
found and correlated with the expedition. Romance, however, mitigated those
inconveniences, and I could not resist the temptation. In October 2004, at age
sixty, I received from the Flints the Microsoft Word files that had been used to create their forthcoming book of transcribed original source documents. With these
in hand, I began my committed quest to find the trail and traces of Coronado.8
Case Study
The Coronado exploration program is a multidisciplinary effort. Contributors include geologists, engineers, historians, archaeologists, anthropologists,
chemists, metallurgists, numismatists, museum curators, blacksmiths, artists,
jewelers, statisticians, ranchers, art historians, collectors, and librarians. I have
consulted these and other specialists for better understanding of the subject
under examination. My exploration program includes original research, innovative technology, laboratory and fieldwork, library and museum research, primary interviews, and examination of private collections. The financial strength
to support that, of course, was required and accepted.9
Dawdling to conclusions can be more deleterious to exploration than rushing to them. Exploration is best conducted by total immersion in the program by an explorer who is curious, goal-driven, creative, steady, tenacious,
and willing to kill leads. Such an explorer will seek action on his inspiration by
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relentlessly pursuing a process to get his ideas tested. The plan of operation
should be to focus entirely on the program until the team reaches a working
conclusion. In the case of the Coronado exploration program, the working conclusion was to be the result of having completed an initial study of the original
source documents, having traveled over the probable expedition landscape, and
having marked on an exploration map at least one predicted route for the Coronado expedition. I described that goal: “To identify each individual Coronado
camp was not my first objective. To my mind, most important was to identify
the locations of major events or landmarks affecting the route so as to suggest
a travel corridor. Once the corridor was identified, specific locations, such as
campsites, would become apparent.”10 The goal was achieved after three months
of intensive, immersed study.
One of my work products was a custom map generated from the New Mexico
Archaeological Records Management Section (ARMS) database. I first examined
the database to determine which data elements were available and to learn how
they were coded. I then wrote an algorithm that would generate custom codes
useful for displaying site locations as types of human presence. Using my algorithm, a custom extraction was subsequently provided me by Karyn de Dufour of
ARMS. Creating files from the extract she provided, I used my personal software
to create an exploration map reproduced herein as map 1.11
As with my geological exploration, I read original source documents available
to me, these being the fourteen transcriptions provided me by the Flints. I purposely avoided all published interpretations and analyses concerning the route of
the captain general because I did not want to be influenced by modern scholars at
that stage of my inquiry. As I did when reading driller jargon for oil exploration,
I read the Coronado source documents in their original Spanish, except for one
document written in Italian for which I read the English translation provided by
the Flints. As with geological studies, I read the documents from earliest written
to latest written. As with oil exploration, I recorded notes as I read, accumulating a three-hundred-page unpublished journal titled “The Coronado Chronicles”
that aided retracing my steps to ensure that my conclusions were sound. As with
driller and scout data, I found the Coronado documents to contain contradictions, like the number of Spaniards in the advance party and the travel time and
distance from the Río Bermejo camp to Hawikku, and I had to reconcile these.
Drawing on geological exploration, I constructed maps as I studied. And, lastly,
like an oil explorer, I identified and ranked leads and filed a report.12
Mapping Styles
Like petroleum exploration maps, my Coronado search maps focused on physical landscape and time. The intent was to locate a tangible trail and to determine
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Map 1. Exploration map of the Coronado Trail created by the author in 2009.
The map predates the 2010–2011 discovery of the Minnie Bell site, located on
Big Dry Creek at the SI ranch, and of the author’s identification in 2012 of the
sixteenth-century buckle found at Hidden Valley. Map courtesy of Nugent Brasher.
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travel times between reported points and dated places along the way, so that I
could propose a calendar and thereby insert the expedition into time and space
for purposes of interpretation. The data sources I employed for construction of
my maps were narratives plus graphics and maps illustrating topography, culture, and geology.
My process was similar to that of historians who likewise produce maps.
Richard Flint commented:
Instead of the physical landscape, historians are often trying to portray—
in as close conformity to the available data as they are capable of—a social,
economic, political, environmental, intellectual, or cultural landscape, or
some complex blend of such landscapes. Our maps are the books, articles,
and other generally verbal constructs that we compose. The data we use
come increasingly from many divergent types of sources. What modern
historians do is not dissimilar [to your approach], even though you add a
way of looking at the world and a way of doing research that will be unfamiliar to most historians.13
Informed Visualization and Native Guides
Exploration demands imagination. I have often invoked intuition and life experience in describing my exploration process. My language in this report includes
“instinct and considered notion,” “speculative ability,” and “becoming one of the
travelers.” Recalling a conversation about exploration, Flint wrote: “[You] talked
about the ‘art’ of reconciling drilling logs. That relies on pattern recognition, not
a strictly ‘objective’ activity. The patterns are not recognizable by all analysts. Recognition requires a ‘feel’ for the underlying reality partially represented by the
data.”14 His point accepted, my unabashed confession is that I relied confidently
on my sixth sense to gain a mind’s eye view of the mobile, dynamic expedition—I
wanted to imagine the interaction of the travelers with the landscape.
Geological inquiry routinely calls for informed imaginary reconstruction of an
ancient landscape. Visualization, supported by a paleo-deposition map drawn by
the geologist, helps him to “see how the landscape once appeared.” This provides a
means of predicting where certain landforms might be found, such as an ancient
buried delta that is a potential oil field or, in the case of Coronado, a now-extinct
stream, but one that in 1540 supplied water to the expedition.
Being that the Coronado search target was evidence of human presence,
when artifacts were recovered, I had to explain the means by which they were
present, the motive as to why they were extant, and who had the opportunity
to deposit them. To aid in this explanation, I employed visualization to create
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a model for expedition travel, for campsite requirements, and for what people
did along the way. When searches were fruitless, visualization provided a sense
of scale to remind my team that absence of evidence is not evidence of absence,
especially when empty space far exceeded occupied space.
Through informed visualization I gained a sense of physical and temporal
scale. Examples include realizing the immense size of the group, imagining how
the lengthy train was spread along the trail to create groups of separated travelers moving together, accepting the pace of movement, hearing the horses snort,
anticipating the next water by watching the panting dogs’ swollen tongues hang
out, absorbing the impact of the landscape, sneezing in the dust cloud spawned
by the livestock and travelers, hurrying to set camp and make repairs and care
for the animals and eat a meager portion of food before dark, listening to the
sharp rings of hammers striking iron as the forgers worked, and finally exhaling
at dusk in view of the colorful tents.
Visualization helps direct attention to what needs to be investigated. As I visualized the travelers, I recognized that I needed to see their clothing, tents, and
weapons—so I researched those items of material culture. Knowing that the expedition included livestock, I had to research animal tack as well as the issues of
water and forage for the animals at campsites and along the trail, and this analysis required learning about the grasslands and vegetation of the sixteenth-century
Southwest in North America. Visualizing the impact of water required information about weather, so I had to learn about Julian calendar dates and translate them into Gregorian dates, and vice versa in order to visualize, for example,
seasonal water levels, to predict chances of rain or snow, and to imagine muddy
or dusty trail conditions. My visualization sharpened with this knowledge, and
I continued to hone that picture by filling in the details with constant research
during my investigation, knowing that accurate visualization requires familiarity
with the nuances of the historical and environmental setting.
When investigating actual locations, visualization coupled with experience
helps one to recognize “out of place” elements or missing elements (both cases
being anomalies) and so serves exploration by directing attention to the particular oddities present or absent. Visualization of a Coronado campsite, for example, reveals tent sites, forage, fuel supply, and water. During ground-truthing of
a lead, should one or more of these desiderata be absent, a campsite becomes
less likely.
My life experience aided me with visualization. I have been accurately
described as having “devoted much of my extensive travel in third world countries to long-distance, self-sustained walks of several weeks duration over native
trade and settlement trails.” That experience was invaluable for helping me visualize the Coronado travelers.15
B rasher / Exploring for the Coronado Trail

33

Essential ingredients in any exploration program are native guides, local
people or residents familiar with the land, history, and current state of affairs of
their turf. In their neighborhood, ranchland, or homeland, native guides possess the crucial element of “a foundation for an opinion.” One of the challenges
faced by explorers is to gain the trust and the information of natives. Addressing the benefits brought by a native guide, archaeologist Stephen H. Lekson
declares: “No archaeologist can ever know the archaeological landscape as well
as an interested rancher. The expertise of nonprofessional locals may be very
important to the success of a reconnaissance.”16 I am in hearty accord. For many
years before my hunt for Coronado, and as a consequence of my place of residence and my normal outdoor activities and travels, I built relationships with
locals, especially with ranchers and other landowners of New Mexico, Arizona,
and Mexico. This rapport has provided me and the Coronado project well-informed consultants for considerations.
Local guides can aid in visualization. One of my foremost concerns, indeed
one of the anchors of my trail prediction, was to determine where Coronado
crossed the Río Gila and ascended the Mogollon Rim. Because of the most
probable ways to arrive at the river, I considered the two most likely crossings to
be Sheldon, Arizona, or Hidden Valley, New Mexico, with an ascent near those
locations (map 2). During consultation, my native guides—resident ranchers
and hunters—painted a vivid verbal picture of the challenging landscape that
Coronado and his livestock would have endured during a climb from Sheldon, and I suspected that the captain general was smarter than that. Those who
rejected the Sheldon climb accepted the proposed Blue Creek ascent from Hidden Valley, and I did, too. Later, I would be shown a buckle of sixteenth-century
style found at Hidden Valley, adding credence to that route.
Elevating Leads to Prospects
My ambition was to advance at least some of the leads to prospect status and,
eventually, to discover a Coronado campsite. Perhaps most exciting was that my
exploration map revealed a classic play: the leads were not scattered but rather
showed a likeness to each other and were all situated along a trend, the Coronado Trail. Maps 1 and 2 display the leads and trail I proposed.
Elevation of leads required field observations where possible, precise knowledge of the land ownership always, and ease of access to conduct surface reconnaissance and metal detecting. Foremost, however, a lead must have the proper
geological setting: stratigraphy that will hold an artifact. In the case of Coronado, that environment had to be a sixteenth-century surface that could be
searched with a metal detector.17
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Map 2. The author’s proposed Coronado Trail from Mexico to Hidden Valley, New
Mexico, to just south of the Minnie Bell site in 2008. Map courtesy of Nugent Brasher.

My definition of a sixteenth-century surface is compound. From a traditional
point of view, it is a surface where the sediment representing that time was buried and has remained in situ since the sixteenth century. In other words, the
sediment has not been uncovered by erosion, and the artifacts still sit in their
time and place of deposition. Broadening my definition, I also include exhumed
surfaces where sixteenth-century sediment may have been removed by erosion
but where artifacts deposited at that time remain at that spot. In both instances,
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the critical consideration is whether or not the artifacts remain in their primary
depositional locations, and in all cases they do.
I consider an exhumed surface or landscape in the Southwest to be a land
surface that is exposed by erosion and on which soil is thin and recent, or
absent. Topographic benches, eolian-eroded desert pavement, and “blowouts”
in sand dunes, to name a few, are features where these exhumed surfaces are
exposed. It was on an exhumed surface that my team found Coronado artifacts at Kuykendall Ruins and Minnie Bell. Exposed landscape offers a double-edged sword: artifacts cannot escape the surface; but the artifacts of all ages
are mixed together. So, the sixteenth-century pieces are not isolated on that
surface. Impediments to sixteenth-century surface metal detector exploration
are flooding or wind that either carry the surface and its artifacts away or bury
them beyond the range of the detector.
My practice of focusing on appropriate stratigraphic surfaces is not unique.
Anthropologist Loren Davis likewise focuses on specific stratigraphy for in situ
artifacts. He explains, “If you expect to find evidence of occupations 15,000
years old, where better to look than in 15,000-year-old soils.”18 Richard Flint
considers a geological sixteenth-century surface to be one that is represented
in a historical context by documents written in that century, not before or after.
In other words, he defines the historical surface by the date of writing. Moreover, Flint requires that the translation of the document must adhere to sixteenth-century vocabulary: “To return, though, to the worthwhile concept of a
‘sixteenth-century surface,’ there is an equivalent in translating historical documents. One strives to render the language in a way that is in keeping with
sixteenth-century beliefs, habits, and practice.”19 In this spirit, my insistence on
reading only the original source documents ensured that I likewise focused on a
sixteenth-century historical surface. I am certain, however, that I did not always
translate the Spanish with sixteenth-century understanding.
Whether or not a sixteenth-century surface existed on a lead could not
always be known. Good prospecting demanded that no lead could be rejected
or advanced until a surface examination had been completed. Using these measures, I elevated some of the leads to prospects, while killing others.
Rise and Fall of Leads
Exploration is dynamic. During an exploration program, many gears of the
project are turning at the same time because multiple leads are being investigated simultaneously. Reconnaissance of landscape, metal detecting in the field,
discussions with local guides, locating and negotiating access with landowners, identifying artifacts, and consulting with laboratories were always in play
during my search for Coronado. This multifaceted process produced a flow of
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events and a chain of moods that included easy cruising, abrupt change, volatility, reversal, distress, disappointment, waiting, viento en popa, and elation.
All leads exhibit pluses, negatives, omissions, and questions, so the exploration geologist must constantly problem-solve either to advance or kill a lead,
and the practice must be heartless. My aim is always to discredit leads rather
than support them; by experience I know that support of a valid lead will appear
in the process. Geologists who cannot cast their romance aside and properly
scrutinize their leads are disparaged as “falling in love with their prospect.” Even
worse, prospectors who conspicuously and intentionally fail to kill their flawed
leads are disdainfully accused by astute geologists of “selling a deal rather than
presenting a prospect.”
In the case of my Coronado exploration, examinations of the landscape and
land ownership were the two issues most determinative of a lead’s survival. If a
lead endured the landscape analysis, but the landowner was unwilling to allow
the exploration, the lead was effectively killed for the short term but not necessarily for the duration. Death by a disqualifying landscape, however, ensured
that the kill was permanent under the existing paradigm, technology, and operational constraints.
Soldiers Hole (map 2) represents a lead supported by the landowner, but
the prospective campsite was deeply covered with post-Coronado-era sediment that rendered the sixteenth-century surface beyond reach of current metal
detector technology and demoted the site to the untestable category. These conditions effectively killed Soldiers Hole until the appearance of new technology.
Such geologic conditions prompted us to coin the phrase, “He may be here, but
we probably won’t find him.” This pronouncement sent us on our way to seek
better opportunities.
The Sulphur Springs lead (map 2) passed the landscape and ownership tests,
but was diminished by lack of a pueblo ruin. Dates on our expedition calendar demanded a pueblo campsite at that time, and there was no evidence of
one there. The demotion of Sulphur Springs elevated the pueblo of Kuykendall Ruins (map 2), where both landscape and ownership passed the test, and
where our exploration discovered what we believe to be Chichilticale, the famed
Red House of the Coronado saga. The Whitlock Cienega lead (map 2) was condemned because it sat on the way to a steep, rugged, and waterless ascent near
Sheldon, Arizona, that could not be climbed by droves of livestock. The topography killed that route and the leads on it.20
Experienced prospectors know that exploration is dynamic and that circumstances and technology can change suddenly. A landowner may unexpectedly
allow exploration, or ownership can change so that permission to explore can
be requested anew. My prospect at Dutch John (map 1) awaits such a turn of
B rasher / Exploring for the Coronado Trail

37

Coronado Trail artifacts. Far left: Regatón, the iron ferrule
on the butt of a lance shaft (Kuykendall Ruins); center left:
three forged nails (Doubtful Canyon); upper right: forged
chain link broken at the shut (Kuykendall Ruins); second
from top on right: forged eye spike (Kuykendall Ruins); third
from top on right: left to right, aglet (Minnie Bell), garment
clasp (Kuykendall Ruins); garment clasp (Kuykendall Ruins);
and lower right: knife (Kuykendall Ruins). Artifacts and
photograph courtesy of Nugent Brasher.

events. Technology may advance so that a prospect becomes testable. My currently untestable prospects at Soldiers Hole (map 2), Río Frio, and Hardcastle
(map 1) await remote sensing advances that can detect small pieces of metal at
depths beyond the current limits.
The Hidden Valley lead (maps 1–2) offers an example of how risk and operations affect exploration. Ground inspection revealed a destructive flood plain
landscape on the Río Gila, steep mountainsides on the banks of the river, and
land ownership issues at the principal topographic bench sites. Other complications included a rugged, remote, and difficult-to-reach location. My team and
I concluded that any search at Hidden Valley would have a high probability of
failure and represented a high-risk hunt. Equally important, conducting a search
there included traversing difficult roads and required lengthy travel times to
reach harsh, hostile hunting grounds. Consequently, we demoted Hidden Valley to untestable, effectively killing it under the existing paradigm. Unknown to
me at the time, however, was that a rancher had found a buckle on the mountainside of the north bank of the river at Hidden Valley. We were subsequently
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shown the piece in a private collection, and we identified it as sixteenth-century
Spanish in style. This consequential find at a lead on my predicted trail suggests
that the buckle is not a stray, and strengthens my contention that Coronado
camped at Hidden Valley on St. John’s Day in 1540.21
To pursue a historical lead, as well as a geological lead, permission to explore
must always be obtained from the landowner. This single issue most constrained
our Coronado program. Should a lead fall on federal or state land, death was
instantaneous because we were not technically qualified for grant of a permit.
Private land presented a different problem. Our pursuit of Coronado intrigued
most landowners. The hunt was not the issue. The find was the problem. Landowners feared that the government would seize their property if Coronado was
shown to have occupied a portion of it. Despite this ubiquitous concern, I was
able to secure permission to explore on several private land leads, propelling the
program into the field exploration phase.
Approaching a Prospect
“Found” or “not found” are the possible ultimate results of search. Oil elephants
and their historical and archaeological equivalents are rare, meaning that only
infrequently are they discovered. Risk evaluation always considers rarity of target. Experienced elephant hunters are by nature romantic, optimistic, and hopeful in the face of risk, while at the same time aware that their chances of finding
what they seek are quite minimal. Their sober expectations acknowledge failure
as most likely because of the high-risk hunt in which they participate.
Elephant hunts begin hopefully but are accompanied by earned skepticism.
Search duration and results dictate when and whether attitudes change: if positive evidence mounts, confidence builds, and vice versa. Regardless of confidence, it is mandatory that the concept that created the prospect be thoroughly
evaluated. Some concepts can be tested and accepted, or condemned quickly,
but others demand labor-intensive attention. Once certain requirements are
met, commitment to the prospect becomes obligatory. This means that the
search must continue, even when no artifacts are being recovered, until the
evaluation is complete. Stopping a search before it is conclusive is like drilling a borehole but not properly evaluating it. Petroleum exploration geologists
describe this as “installing a hole instead of testing a prospect.” Such behavior
is likewise pointless in seeking evidence of the Coronado expedition. Equally
effective at propelling a search to exhaustion is to confirm the concept quickly
by discovery of a significant artifact. Such was the case at Kuykendall Ruins, for
instance, when we found an iron crossbow bolthead during the opening week of
the first of three field seasons there.
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Field Operations
Of foremost importance in my search for the captain general was to recognize the signs of Coronado if we came upon him. In 2004 the play was immature. Collections and knowledge of sixteenth-century artifacts in the American
Southwest were so emergent that one had to visit the southeastern United
States, Latin America, and the Caribbean to consult with the leading researchers or to examine artifacts of the Coronado era that had been found in the New
World and identified as sixteenth-century Spanish. Descriptions of camps were
entirely speculative; one could not look in a book to see one. The play was justly
characterized as searching for the postulated camps and unfamiliar artifacts of
a scantily documented event. Recoverable artifacts carried by Coronado expedition travelers were composed of metal, ceramic, and stone. I concluded that
metal detector technology and pedestrian surface exploration represented the
appropriate search techniques for these elements in a southwestern environment and that the search pattern should be along closely spaced parallel lines on
a sixteenth-century surface.
Given that I had never used a metal detector, I learned in the field. The first
season’s experience revealed the labor and time intensity of handheld detectoring, and the uncertainty of achieving an exhaustive search. This awareness
prompted my team to innovate a solution, resulting in fabrication of the Blennert sled, a faster, easier, and more-thorough method of large-area remote sensing that utilized a metal detector. International meteorite and gold prospector
John Blennert designed the sled, a meter-wide metal detector coil mounted on a
pad and pulled by an operator wearing headphones. This single innovation contributed mightily to our success.22
Identification of the Findings
Earlier, I mentioned that drillers sometimes fail to recognize the oil zone as they
drill through it. Being at the right place and using the correct detection techniques do not ensure success. Even if an explorer finds what he seeks, he may
not realize it, so the prize remains only found, not discovered. Identification of
objects is critical, and with each find my team earned the duty of identifying the
piece and its age. Fig. 2 illustrates a variety of artifacts we recovered in the field.
Of first value in identifying potential Coronado-era artifacts were photographs, sketches, and illustrations of confirmed sixteenth-century objects.
However, the comparison of our finds with sixteenth-century Spanish pieces in
reputable collections was most desirable and was mandatory for my own due
diligence. Seeking counsel to aid with identification demanded that we be confident that our chosen examiner had a foundation for the opinion rendered.
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Most modern artifacts were easily identified, but others were problematic and
became labor-intensive research projects. Some artifact identification required
original laboratory work on the specimen, such as geochemical analysis. New
technology could expose clues not previously recognized in old records, and
this awareness served us well during the hunt for Coronado. A geochemist, a
statistician, and I, a geologist, united for a multidisciplinary attempt to identify
artifacts containing lead found on suspected Coronado sites. We utilized computer technology to display lead isotope ratios from published archival databases in new ways so as to identify the lead source mine.
Our method was one of dynamic display as opposed to the static display used
by contemporary archaeologists. Traditional inquiries of lead isotope ratios utilized inert two-dimensional plots of the ratios to suggest source mines for the
lead. Our innovation was to display the ratios in three-dimensions and to put
them in motion in order to determine visually which ratios traveled together.
We interpreted these ratios as originating from the same source mine. We found
that rotating the plotted ratios greatly enhances our confidence in isolating lead
sources for my team’s artifacts. Moreover, by revealing the limitations of traditional two-dimensional displays, our technique improved our ability to interpret those traditional static graphs. In the end, we saw that the results of each
technique supported the other, elevating confidence in our assignment of the
source mine for individual lead balls.23
By knowing the provenance of the lead, coupled with the history of human
presence where the artifact was discovered, we could consider by whom, when,
and how the lead artifact arrived at that spot. Using the detective metaphor, our
analysis provided means, motive, and opportunity for the presence of the lead
shot. Respecting non-conical lead ammunition, our technique provided identification of an otherwise nondescript gray ball and thus elevated our confidence
in conclusions reached by awareness that a specific shot was molded of lead
from a Spanish source.24
Identification of an artifact, however, did not always determine its age. Following the counsel of historical archaeologist Kathleen Deagan, I utilized the
categories of “cannot be excluded” from the sixteenth century and “is consistent with” the sixteenth century. In response to Richard and Shirley Flint’s
request, I explained: “What I mean by consistent with the sixteenth century
is that an individual artifact consistent with the sixteenth century is one of
a type that has been found at sixteenth-century sites, and of a type that was
available during the sixteenth century. This is not to say that the artifact is
doubtless from the sixteenth century, rather that it could be, that it is not in
conflict with the sixteenth century, and that it cannot be excluded from the
sixteenth century.”25
B rasher / Exploring for the Coronado Trail

41

I shared my interpretation with Deagan, who responded: “I think you have
it right with ‘consistent with the sixteenth century.’ There are a lot of artifacts
(most of them actually) that have a long time span that includes the sixteenth
century, and before and after (like wrought nails or unglazed coarse earthenware), so in the absence of diagnostic artifacts of only the sixteenth century,
as well as the absence of artifacts that definitely don’t date to the sixteenth
century, an assemblage can be consistent with the sixteenth century, but not
necessarily of the sixteenth century.”26 These two categories provided a flexible framework but specific criteria with which my team could evaluate and date
artifacts recovered from the field.
An exhumed surface forces an additional step in artifact identification. Our
finds on exhumed surfaces included artifacts ranging from modern aluminum cans to sixteenth-century iron spikes. Since our duty included assigning
dates to artifacts, this task was complicated by the presence of pieces whose
ages spanned nearly five centuries, all resting on the same surface. Under these
circumstances, historical records can provide clues superior to what can be
gleaned from geology. Our process called for sorting the pieces into age categories, including one titled “unknown.” History can suggest who was present,
when, and for what motive. Historical chronology, based on research, provides
a calendar of opportunities for a given artifact to have arrived where it was
found and suggests who might have had the means and opportunity to deposit
it. By this process of identification, we produced a collection of individual artifacts that could not be excluded from the sixteenth century and that likewise
composed an assemblage consistent with the sixteenth century.27
Affirmation of the Discovery
Oil geologists will hope they have discovered an oil field, but the verification
will appear only after the discovery well has produced enough oil to cause the
drilling of additional wells, ensuring that the discovery was not just a single well
but indeed a field composed of multiple wells.
Verification of discovery of a Coronado campsite is less empirical. Archaeologist Charles R. Ewen is a veteran of excavation and exploration of Hernando de Soto’s Anhaica camp of 1539–1540 at the Governor Martin site in
Tallahassee, Florida, and was a participant of the Hispaniola exploration program of 1975–2002, which evaluated Puerto Real in Haiti, and La Isabela and
La Vega in the Dominican Republic. He served as president of the Society
for Historical Archaeology during the 2014–2016 term. Ewen addressed the
confirmation issue for the sixteenth-century Spanish Anhaica site, describing
what I have branded the “Ewen Test.” A test for site verification, his criteria
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are applicable to determining Coronado presence as well as other historical
occupations.28
The Ewen Test for a sixteenth-century Spanish site in the New World requires
that the historical narrative describing the landscape should be discernible in
the modern setting. The test also requires that an assemblage of artifacts, not
just a single piece, be recovered, and that the artifacts be utilitarian European
pieces, not exclusively trade items. According to the Ewen Test, however, having
all the requirements in place is not proof that the site is a specific one sought by
the explorer or team, rather that the site is a contender for the one in question.29
On Evidence, Anomalies, and Thoroughness
To examine my speculative inclinations, as well as to demonstrate the pitfalls of
creating and interpreting contour maps, my oil exploration trainers periodically
provided a map with the initial dataset presented and asked me to draw the contour lines on it. Afterward, they gave me a second dataset and I recontoured the
map to incorporate, or “honor,” the new data. Honoring the second dataset always
changed the first map dramatically. A third dataset was then provided, and the
revised contouring again changed the map, while at the same time enhancing the
precision. After a fourth and fifth dataset were incorporated, the map tended to
stabilize so that no relevant precision was gained by adding more datasets. These
observations demonstrate that adding data to contour maps improves them but
that the most-accurate maps are not necessarily the ones utilizing the most data.
Instead, they are the maps that do not change when data are added.
The contouring exercise illustrates that adding layers of evidence, or inferences, serves to focus the examiner on sustainable options by excluding unacceptable options, and concomitantly reduces the number of options that best fit
all the evidence. Interpretations should be based on best options, with as few
options as possible in play. The more layers of evidence that can be added without changing the interpretation, the stronger the interpretation.
Exploration geologists observe anomalies on maps and in the data. Anomalies are features that do not fit the surroundings; they are unusual and eye-catching, often interpreted as data errors until recognized as legitimate phenomena
in the environment. Exploration geologists intentionally seek opportunities to
draw anomalies on contour maps because oil fields are anomalies. The geologist
must be able to account for anomalies. The first and most pertinent question at
map presentation is “How do you explain that?”
The anomaly may be the absence of a factor as well as the presence of one.
As I mentioned earlier, “conspicuous by its absence” is always an appropriate remark when such is the case, because absence is a clue addressing means,
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Map 3. Location of Chichilticale. Map courtesy of Nugent Brasher.
Modified from ONC G-19, 1992, 12 ed.

motive, and opportunity. Along the same line of thinking, presence of specific evidence implies that specific corollary evidence will be present also. For
instance, geological evidence of a former river emptying into a shallow sea indicates a likely delta at that spot; a single way through a landform is likely the
trace followed by travelers.30 Map 3 illustrates the geological anomaly at Apache
Pass, where the trend of the mountain range changes and creates a passage.
Creative oil exploration geologists predict where anomalous and undiscovered geological features are likely to be located. One technique is to compare strata in every well in an area to strata in every other well in that area.
Such practice of multiple well comparison serves to demonstrate relationships
between wells that suggest specific locations where geological features of interest may be hidden. For purposes of historical identification of features, such as
landmarks or place names, I compared travel times from a common departure
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location by distinct parties to different places, thereby identifying the departure
location by its distance from multiple locations.
The location of Vácapa offers an example. The Savoyard friar Marcos de Niza
first mentioned this place during his trip north to Cíbola. To predict the location of Vácapa, I studied Marcos’ report and added to it my knowledge of the
terrain and its Native occupants of 1539. I concluded that San José de los Pimas,
in municipio La Colorada, southeast of Hermosillo, Sonora, Mexico, is the modern-day location of Vácapa. Only by comparing multiple reports and travel
times by reconnaissance groups sent by Marcos to several sites could I reach the
conclusion that San José de los Pimas was the common point of departure and
was the historical Vácapa.31
Evidence, anomalies, and conclusions are conditional upon thoroughness.
Map presentation exposes geologists who fail to practice this quality. The greatest humiliation is to have a colleague point out that a map is incomplete and
misleading because available data that directly affects the prospect was missed—
not excluded or misinterpreted—but missed due to lack of thoroughness. This
unfortunate event serves not only to disqualify the prospect but to tarnish the
credibility of the prospector, too. Historical exploration demands equal thoroughness to establish proof.
The Coronado Play
Occasionally during my search for Coronado, I reflected on times in South
America and Asia when processions of pack animals and Natives, with me
mixed among them, extended for kilometers along trails never touched by
wheels. These recollections provided me the essential clue of scale, which subsequently suggested its relative dynamic—time. Calendars can be created if time
is known, and I needed a calendar to track Coronado. Conceptualization of
scale and time, influenced by my travels, aided me decidedly while I considered
possible routes of the Coronado expedition, and likely contributed significantly
to any success my team and I may have enjoyed.
Personal aspects that came to bear on my hunt included the art of mapping,
my background in exploration geology, my understanding of human interaction
with the landscape, and my familiarity with the Spanish language. In the context
of this report, my skills and experience aided me in reading and interpreting
original source documents in their original language, visualizing the travelers,
and creating an exploration map with leads. While my background did not provide me the means to identify sixteenth-century objects recovered in the field,
my exploration methodology alerted me that I would be required to do so, and
that my exploration experience would guide that identification inquiry.
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The Coronado play will likely not end, but be continued by others. My methods appear, at this writing in the fall of 2016, to have facilitated recognition of
four locations of Coronado presence: Kuykendall Ruins, Doubtful Canyon,
Hidden Valley, and Minnie Bell. For this alone, the methodology is worthy of
passing along to the next generation of Coronado explorers and to historians
conducting searches, be they in the field or the archives.

Notes
1. I consider this report as an essential and obligatory complement to my proposals of a Coronado presence at the sites of Kuykendall Ruins, Doubtful Canyon, Minnie
Bell, and Hidden Valley. In June 2015, editor Durwood Ball and historian Richard Flint
encouraged me to describe for publication the methodology that I employed during
my exploration for Coronado. They did not want a results paper, they wanted a process paper, or a “think piece,” to inform historians, whom they identified as the principal
audience for this essay. Such a request was not totally new. In 2007, before publication
of this essay, both Flint and anthropologist Carroll L. Riley encouraged me to present
my reasons for settling on my proposed route, not simply to present just my findings, a
recommendation to which I subscribed. This report advances their request, addressing
how I approached the inquiry, as opposed to reporting only what I concluded and why.
Readers should be aware that this essay on methods updates no exploration since February 2013. My previous reports on my search for Coronado are Nugent Brasher, “The
Chichilticale Camp of Francisco Vázquez de Coronado: The Search for the Red House,”
New Mexico Historical Review 82 (fall 2007): 433–68; “The Red House Camp and the
Captain General: The 2009 Report on the Coronado Expedition Campsite of Chichilticale,” New Mexico Historical Review 84 (winter 2009): 1–64; “Spanish Lead Shot of the
Coronado Expedition: A Progress Report on Isotope Analysis of Lead from Five Sites,”
New Mexico Historical Review 85 (winter 2010): 79–81; “Francisco Vázquez de Coronado
at Doubtful Canyon and on the Trail North: The 2011 Report Including Lead Isotopes,
Artifact Interpretation, and Camp Description,” New Mexico Historical Review 86 (summer 2011): 325–75; “The Coronado Exploration Program: A Narrative of the Search for
the Captain General,” in The Latest Word from 1540: People, Places, and Portrayals of the
Coronado Expedition, ed. Richard Flint and Shirley Cushing Flint (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 2011), 229-61; and “The Francisco Vázquez de Coronado Expedition in Tierra Doblada: The 2013 Report on Artifacts and Isotopes of the Minnie Bell
Site at Big Dry Creek, Catron County, New Mexico,” New Mexico Historical Review 88
(spring 2013): 179–227. Expanded versions of these publications are presented at http://
www.chichilticale.com/.
2. Historians prefer the descriptor primary source document as opposed to original
source document. The detective metaphor has been used by three social scientists to
describe my exploration approach to the Coronado search. One portrays the process as
“an important piece of intellectual sleuthing.” Another characterizes it as “historical and
archaeological sleuthing.” Still another comments, “Reading over your article reminds
me that we, raised in the humanities, who refer loosely to our ‘detective work’ are only
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blowing smoke.” Richard Flint, email to author, 9 September 2006; Thomas Bowen, letter
to author, 20 December 2007; and John L. Kessell, letter to author, 29 April 2010.
3. The era of my geological training was during the transition from handwork to computerization in petroleum exploration geology. My trainers taught me the traditional
hand-working skills. Change was rapid, and within a little more than a dozen years, computerization had effectively replaced the two most important of these skills, interpreting
original source documents and drawing by hand the contours on regional exploration
maps. Source documents had been interpreted and encoded into abbreviated forms
retrieved on computer terminals; the geologist seldom, if ever, unrolled maps drawn
on linen or handled old, inked paper in libraries or file cabinets. Computer contouring
offered ease and convenience at the expense of a custom map drawn by the exploration
geologist. This algorithmic map replaced the imaginative, concept-driven maps previously contoured by hand, and subsequently, the skill of regional hand contouring quietly
disappeared for lack of young geologists practicing the art. For a colorful history of data
gathering by oil scouts see Clarence C. Pope, An Oil Scout in the Permian Basin, 1924–
1960 (El Paso, Tex.: Permian Press, 1972), esp. 9–45.
4. Archaeologist Mathew F. Schmader comments: “I very much appreciated the
exploration geologist’s approach to trying to kill a lead. This is precisely what the philosophers of science call falsifiability, as best elaborated by philosopher Karl Popper. What
Popper said was that hypotheses must be framed in such a way that they can be easily
falsified, and that the conduct of research should be the effort to prove one’s self wrong.”
Schmader attached a quotation of Popper: “Whenever a theory appears to you as the
only possible one, take this as a sign that you have neither understood the theory nor the
problem which it was intended to solve.” Matt F. Schmader, email to author, 25 September 2015. [For an introduction to falsifiability, see Karl R. Popper, The Logic of Scientific
Discovery, 2d ed. (New York: Basic Books, 1959; London: Routledge, 1992), 78–92. Citation refers to Routledge edition. Originally published as Logik Der Forschung (Vienna:
Springer, 1935).
5. The only description of a sixteenth-century camp available to me in 2004 is found
in a book, published in 1599, about the practice of warfare by Spanish expeditions—
the first such book on the topic in the New World. See Bernardo de Vargas Machuca,
Milicia y Descripción de las Indias (1599; reprint, Madrid: Librería de Victoriano Suárez,
1892), book 2, 209–17. In May 2005, archaeologist Jonathan E. Damp published his study
of the battle site at Hawikku and the Coronado presence at Kyakima. This publication
includes photographs of artifacts and maps locating them within the battle site, but there
is no map of the expedition camp, which searchers did not find. See Jonathan E. Damp,
The Battle of Hawikku, Research Series 13, Report no. 884 (Zuni, N. Mex.: Zuni Cultural
Resource Enterprise, 2005). Sixteenth-century artifacts available to me for examination
in 2004 in the Southwest included pieces from the Jimmy Owens and Hawikku sites,
although other collections existed.
6. Archaeologist Mathew F. Schmader points out several instructive examples of
southwestern archaeologists’ failure to recognize a Coronado discovery. He writes:
“Mostly during the 1920s and 1930s, we had archaeologists who were making conscious
efforts to try and find the physical evidence of the expedition. But even when they did
find it, it didn’t translate to anything! Witness archaeologist Frederick W. Hodge, working at Hawikku and finding crossbow boltheads that he thought were pen nibs in 1926!
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Or archaeologist Marjorie F. Tichy (Lambert) excavating a skeleton at Santiago in the
mid-1930s with a crossbow bolt in its ribcage and not connecting the dots to Coronado.
Or archaeologist Alfred V. Kidder, working at Pecos in the late [19]20s and finding Coronado-era artifacts without proclaiming them as such.” Schmader, email to author, 25 September 2015. For a discussion of copper boltheads found at Santiago Pueblo and Pecos
Pueblo, see Margaret Ferguson Tichy, “The Archaeology of Puaray,” El Palacio 47, no. 7
(July 1939): 145–63; and Alfred V. Kidder, The Artifacts of Pecos, Papers of the Southwestern Expedition, 6 (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1932), 308. Several scholars discussed potential or unrecognized sixteenth-century artifacts recovered prior to 1989. See
Bradley J. Vierra, A Sixteenth-Century Spanish Campsite in the Tiguex Province, Laboratory of Anthropology Notes, no. 475 (Santa Fe: Museum of New Mexico, Laboratory of
Anthropology, Research Section, 1989), 12–13; Frank R. Gagné Jr., “Spanish Crossbow
Boltheads of Sixteenth-Century North America: A Comparative Analysis,” in The Coronado Expedition: From the Distance of 460 Years, ed. Richard Flint and Shirley Cushing
Flint (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 2003), 242–44; Diane Lee Rhodes,
“Coronado’s American Legacy: An Overview of Possible Entrada Artifacts and Site
Types and a Discussion of Texas Sites,” Bulletin of the Texas Archaeological Society 63
(1992): 27–51; and Diane Lee Rhodes, “Coronado Fought Here: Crossbow Boltheads as
Possible Indicators of the 1540–1542 Expedition,” in The Coronado Expedition to Tierra
Nueva: The 1540–1542 Route across the Southwest, ed. Richard Flint and Shirley Cushing
Flint (Niwot: University Press of Colorado, 1997), 51–53.
7. In an email to me in 2015, Richard Flint described the state of the Coronado dataset in 2004, prior to the publication of Documents of the Coronado Expedition, 1539–
1542: “They Were Not Familiar with His Majesty, nor Did They Wish to Be His Subjects,”
ed., trans., and annot. Richard Flint and Shirley Cushing Flint (Dallas, Tex.: Southern
Methodist University Press, 2005). Flint writes: “Never, before our publication, have both
translations and transcriptions of all 34 documents it comprises been published together.
[George Parker] Winship did publish [in 1896] both Spanish and English versions of the
Traslado de las Nuevas, the Relación Postrera de Cíbola, and Castañeda’s Narrative. He
also published translations only of [Viceroy Antonio de] Mendoza’s Letter to King, 1540;
Coronado’s Letter to Mendoza, 1540; The Relación del Suceso; Coronado’s Letter to the
King, 1541; [Juan] Jaramillo’s Narrative; [Hernando de] Alvarado’s Report; and the Hearing on Depopulation Charges, 1540. In general, Winship utilized the very poor transcriptions that had been published by [Joaquín] Pacheco y [Francisco de] Cárdenas in Spain
in the late nineteenth century.
“In 1940, George Hammond and Agapito Rey published English translations only
of all the same documents Winship had published, plus Coronado’s Letter to the King,
1538; Letter of Mendoza to the King, 1539; Coronado’s Letter to the King, 1539; Coronado’s Appointment as Governor of Nueva Galicia, 1539; Instructions to Marcos de Niza
and fray Marcos’s Reports, 1538, 1539; Appointment by Mendoza of Coronado to Command the Expedition, 1540; Muster Roll, 1540; [Hernando de] Alarcón’s Narrative, 1540;
Instructions for a Second Trip by Alarcón, 1541; Licenciado [Lorenzo] Tejada’s Commissions; Coronado’s Testimony on the Expedition, 1544; López de Cárdenas’s Testimony Regarding the Expedition; Sentences of López de Cárdenas; a few selections from
Coronado’s Residencia; Sentence of Coronado; Charges Against [sic] Coronado with
Regard to the Expedition; and Coronado’s Exculpatory Sentence. Hammond and Rey, in
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general, prepared their own transcriptions from the original documents, but they did
not publish any of them. The general problem with Hammond and Rey is that they often
paraphrased rather than translated. All around, then, their volume is a poor choice for a
serious scholar, just as are the transcriptions of the Pacheco y Cárdenas team.
“Documents of the Coronado Expedition includes most of the documents Winship
and Hammond and Rey published, plus Spanish transcriptions and English translations
of 14 relatively short documents that have never been available before in print in their
original language, English translation, or both. Add to that the documents published for
the first time, both in Spanish and English, that are included in [my book] Great Cruelties Have Been Reported, and we have made available in Spanish and English a wealth of
information not available before in one or both languages, except in manuscript form in
the various archives where they reside. And of course in your case it was the Spanish transcriptions that you needed, almost none of which had previously been published [author’s
emphasis].
“We [Shirley Cushing Flint and Richard Flint] went over this information in the
introduction to Documents of the Coronado Expedition. There have been a number of
people who, in the past, have disparaged our accomplishment in publishing Documents
of the Coronado Expedition. These tend to be people who do not have the ability to read
the original Spanish and think one translation is as good as the next. Thus, they wouldn’t
be able to [compare], and certainly have not, compared[,] our transcriptions to those
of Pacheco y Cárdenas or Hammond and Rey, in those cases in which that would be
possible. Such critics, therefore, have no way to competently compare Hammond and
Rey’s translations with ours, when we have both translated the same documents.” Richard Flint, email to author, 26 September 2015.
8. Exploration is a proactive pursuit; an explorer actively seeks a target by his own
design. The contrast to exploration is development, which is reacting to a discovery,
that is, developing it. For an authoritative discussion of how to develop a discovery, see
Charles R. Ewen and John H. Hann, Hernando de Soto among the Apalachee: The Archaeology of the First Winter Encampment, Ripley P. Bullen Series (Gainesville: University
Press of Florida, 1998): prologue, parts 1–2.
9. Exploration dollars are ever in demand, are always difficult to obtain, and inevitably come with conditions and restrictions. The most-common outcome of exploration is
failure, the tragedy that risk-averse investors most fear. Budget-driven exploration most
often fails because by definition, it is constrained and thus tends to become listless and
to fade away due to lack of continuity. Self-supported explorers enjoy the advantage of
not having to seek funds but expose themselves to the risk of losing their own money.
As I have reported previously, “Fortunately I had time and capital on my side, which I
fully employed to whatever extent necessary.” Brasher, “The Coronado Exploration Program,” 255.
10. Brasher, “The Coronado Exploration Program,” 234.
11. Brasher, “The Coronado Exploration Program,” 239, map 9.2, 258n33.
12. I read the transcribed Spanish versions of the Coronado source documents, not
the original handwritten accounts. Were it not for the transcriptions of these original
documents by Richard Flint and Shirley Cushing Flint, my adventure with Coronado
would have never happened. For a discussion of the desirability of starting “as much from
scratch as possible,”—from the transcriptions—see Brasher, “The Coronado Exploration
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Program,” 232–33. As my exploration continued, I composed four additional journals:
“The Search for Chichilticale,” 261 pages; “Confirmation at Chichilticale,” 237 pages; “Conclusion at Chichilticale,” 195 pages; and “Coronado Beyond Chichilticale,” 203 pages.
13. Richard Flint, email to the author, 15 June 2015.
14. This recognition of intuition as valuable in exploration is noted by the late B. W.
Beebe, former vice-president of the American Association of Petroleum Geologists, who
describes exploration geologists’ technical skills as including “perhaps a bit of mysticism.” B. W. Beebe, “Philosophy of Exploration,” in Oil Is First Found in the Mind: The
Philosophy of Exploration, ed. Norman H. Foster and Edward A. Beaumont, Treatise of
Petroleum Geology, no. 20 (Tulsa, Okla.: American Association of Petroleum Geologists,
1992), 143. Richard Flint’s comment in email to the author, 15 June 2015.
15. Brasher, “The Coronado Exploration Program,” 491.
16. Stephen H. Lekson and Human Systems Research Inc., Archaeological Overview
of Southwestern New Mexico: Final Draft (Santa Fe: New Mexico Historic Preservation
Division, 1992), 164.
17. Previously, I have discussed the issue of a sixteenth-century surface in Brasher,
“Coronado in Tierra Doblada,” 183, 185; and “Coronado Exploration Program,” 241, 253.
18. George Wisner, “Putting Muscle into Coastal-Entry Research,” Mammoth Trumpet 24, no. 3 (July 2009): 9.
19. Richard Flint, email to the author, 15 June 2015.
20. For discussions of killing the Whitlock Cienega and Sulphur Springs leads, see
Brasher, “Coronado Exploration Program,” 235–37; and “Coronado at Doubtful Canyon,”
333–34.
21. A discussion of the Hidden Valley lead is found in Brasher, “The Coronado Exploration Program,” 235–36, 241, 249–50; “The Red House Camp,” 44–45; and “Coronado in
Tierra Doblada,” 192–93.
22. The Blennert sled is covered in Brasher, “The Red House Camp,” 7–8.
23. For a detailed discussion of our analysis, visit this website: http://www.chichilticale.com/isotope.htm.
24. I first reported on this technique in Brasher, “Spanish Lead Shot,” 79–81.
25. Brasher, “The Coronado Exploration Program,” 257, no. 21.
26. Kathleen Deagan, email to the author, 9 February 2010.
27. For examples where I applied historical research and chronology for purposes of
artifact identification, see Brasher, “The Red House Camp,” 40; “Coronado at Doubtful
Canyon,” 340; and “Coronado in Tierra Doblada,” 185.
28. The “Ewen Test” is defined in Ewen and Hann, Hernando de Soto among the
Apalachee, 52–53. The Hispaniola exploration program is described at http://www.chichilticale.com/travels.htm. An anecdote concerning site affirmation is instructive. The
sixteenth-century occupation at Santa Elena, South Carolina, was excavated by Stanley
A. South and others, including Chester DePratter, beginning in 1979, with the findings
published nine years later. The recovered collection represents one of the finest of its
time and kind in the New World. On 18 February 2008, more than midway through the
second field season at Kuykendall Ruins, Karen Whiteside Brasher and I met with Stan
South, Chester DePratter, and James B. Legg, the collection curator, in Columbia at the
South Carolina Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology. Our aim was to show our
Kuykendall Ruins assemblage and compare it to that of Santa Elena. Karen’s notes record
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comments by South and DePratter that illustrate the inherent inconsistencies of site
affirmation. At one point, Stan said to me, “You have a large collection compared to Dave
Moore, who can hold all his artifacts from an accepted Soto site in one hand.” Chester
added, “You have a site—refine it.” Karen Whiteside Brasher, 17–23 February 2008, personal journal. For a description of the Santa Elena collection, see Stanley South, Russell
K. Skowronek, and Richard E. Johnson, Spanish Artifacts from Santa Elena, Anthropological Studies, no. 7 (Columbia: South Carolina Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology, University of South Carolina, 1988).
29. Ewen’s requirement that a site yield more than one artifact currently causes Hidden Valley to fall short at qualifying as a Coronado site. However, Hidden Valley remains
a location where a Coronado presence was predicted and subsequently exhibited, albeit
by a single piece of evidence, and this finding elevates the status of the buckle above that
of a stray. For the Ewen Test, see Brasher, “The Red House Camp,” 53.
30. Previously, I have written about “only” places. See Brasher, “The Coronado Exploration Program,” 244, 246; and Brasher, “Coronado in Tierra Doblada,” 183.
31. Fray Marcos de Niza, “Narrative Account by Fray Marcos de Niza, August 26,
1539,” in Documents of the Coronado Expedition, 68–69, 80–81. In 2011 I published my
proposed location of Vácapa. See Brasher, “Coronado at Doubtful Canyon,” 352, map 4.
Marcos was from the Duchy of Savoy in the northern Italian peninsula.
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Un Ensayo Crítico en Cantas a Marte y das batalla a Apolo
J osé

de la

C ruz P acheco R ojas

•

Reseña Villagrá Dos

R

esultado de una prolongada como profunda investigación acerca de la
vida de Gaspar López de Villagrá y de su Historia de la Nueva México
(1610), el libro de Manuel M. Martín Rodríguez es un ameritado estudio sobre este poeta-cronista y la historia de la expedición de Juan de Oñate a
Nuevo México. El autor ha dedicado casi una década a hurgar en archivos y bibliotecas de México, España, y los Estados Unidos en pos de documentos relativos a Villagrá y estudiar las diversas ediciones de su Historia. Aquí nos ofrece
cinco estudios que, a manera de síntesis, forman un todo coherente que va del
esclarecimiento de la formación intelectual de su personaje, su vida en la Nueva
España, su desempeño profesional, el análisis de la Historia en dos dimensiones
(intertextual y privado), así como una mirada a las referencias de múltiples lectores a través de cuatro siglos, para mostrar, finalmente, la vigencia e importancia que posee la obra de Villagrá en la historia y la literatura en Hispanoamérica
y los Estados Unidos.
En el primer estudio “Gaspar Pérez (de Villagrá), sujeto entre tres mundos,”
Martín Rodríguez se ocupa de la biografía del autor con el propósito de que
sirva de trasfondo para ilustrar muchos de los aspectos que aborda después en
los otros cuatro estudios. Pero no se trata de una simple cronología comen-

Cantas a Marte y das batalla a Apolo: Cinco estudios sobre Gaspar de Villagrá. By Manuel M.
Martín Rodríguez. (New York: Academia Norteamericana de la Lengua Española, 2014. 308
pp. color plates, 10 halftones, obras citadas, semblanza del autor, $25.00 paper, isbn: 978-061585-444-1.) Dr. José de la Cruz Pacheco Rojas es un Profesor Investigador del Instituto de
Investigaciones Históricas del Universidad Juárez del Estado de Durango, México.
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tada, sino de un análisis de Villagrá marcado por el tránsito entre el mundo
del virreinato novohispano, su tierra natal, la Castilla de sus padres, sus estudios universitarios y el Nuevo México en el que contribuyó a colonizar y la
elaboración del poema que canta la epopeya de su conquista. Martín Rodríguez nos muestra un Villagrá “en transición permanente” y “un sujeto entre
tres mundos” (p. 32).
El segundo estudio, “Gaspar de Villagrá, humanista transatlántico,” continúa en la dirección anterior, pero abunda en la formación intelectual del
poeta, el ambiente cultural que se respiraba en Salamanca, sobre todo en el
teatro y la poesía, al tiempo que la localización de las matrículas universitarias le permite a Martín Rodríguez reconstruir el plan de estudios, las lecturas que tuvo que hacer e influyeron en él durante sus estudios de bachiller en
leyes (1571–1576), no en letras como se había dicho, que se verán plasmadas
en la redacción de la gesta de la conquista de Nuevo México y los memoriales. En razón de ello es que su obra está cargada tanto de fundamentos legales
como de referencias a los clásicos griegos y latinos. En su calidad de juez asesor se encargó de justificar la guerra de exterminio de Ácoma, considerándola
“guerra justa.”
Respecto a las influencias en el poema-crónica de Villagrá se ha dicho que
la Eneida de Virgilio, principalmente, la Iliada y la Odisea de Homero, así como
de otros clásicos, principalmente latinos (p. 72). Además de los autores clásicos,
en la Historia de la Nueva México se aprecia la influencia de los cronistas americanos más connotados, como fray Bartolomé de las Casas, Álvar Núñez Cabeza
de Vaca, y Alonso de Ercilla con La Araucana: “Conocedor de los clásicos, así
como de obras selectas de su propia época, Villagrá epitomiza la esencia del
humanista transatlántico,” afirma el autor (p. 74).
En el tercer estudio, “La escritura intertextual de la Historia de la Nueva México,” el autor desentraña puntual y profusamente las influencias literarias de que
echó mano Villagrá en su Historia, analiza igualmente el contexto histórico y
género literario al momento de la publicación de la Historia. Así, en contra de lo
que se piensa de la Historia como “poema tardío e incluso desfasado,” apoyado
en fuentes clásicas y en otros intertextos presentes en la obra, Martín Rodríguez
pretende demostrar, por el contrario, que el poema es “una lectura mucho más
actual y moderna” (p. 79). En su análisis, el autor sigue la estructura tripartita de
la obra, modelo influido por La Araucana de Ercilla: introducción y preparativos de la expedición, en la cual Martín destaca la presencia de Homero cuando
se refiere a Juan de Oñate como el “Christiano Achiles” (p. 87); la segunda, la
fase de exploración; y la tercera, la fase bélica contra Ácoma. En esta última
sobresale la cuestión de la “guerra justa” (p. 83).
El estudio cuarto, “‘Lo favorable siempre dura poco’: una lectura privada de
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la Historia de la Nueva México en el siglo XVII,” Martín Rodríguez centra su
análisis de la obra habiendo elegido uno de los cuarenta ejemplares de la editio
princeps que ha localizado y estudiado. Se trata de un ejemplar profusamente
anotado, comentado y corregido, se presume, por el licenciado Diego López
de la Serna, quien residió en la ciudad de México durante buena parte del siglo
XVII, en donde fue presbítero y vicerrector del Colegio Real de Cristo en la capital virreinal a mediados de esa centuria.
Por último, en el quinto ensayo, “‘La redondez del mundo todo escuche’:
Gaspar de Villagrá y sus lectores,” Martín Rodríguez nos conduce por la senda
diacrónica de los cuatro siglos de viva de la Historia para dar cuenta puntual de
cómo ha sido vista por sus lectores, críticos y editores a lo largo de ese tiempo.
Este ensayo es producto de las pesquisas realizadas por el autor durante años,
que afirma, no es conclusiva, sino “permanente,” es decir, una investigación abierta. Se trata de un vasto y erudito recuento sobre cómo ha sido vista la obra en
el transcurso de cuatro siglos.
Así, a partir de las jaculatorias que celebran las canciones, sonetos y poemas
que prologan la editio princeps en 1610, fue ignorada por un amplio público de
lectores y sólo unos cuantos eruditos se ocuparan de ella en el siglo XVII, por
lo que su lectura es más bien marginal y califican a su autor como “mediocre
poeta.” Durante el siglo XVIII corre más o menos la misma suerte, en tanto el
XIX le resulta más afortunado para la obra del poblano, pues llega a alcanzar
una proyección internacional importante, al tiempo que comienza el proceso de
valoración por estudiosos mexicanos como José Fernando Ramírez, para culminar con el interés que despierta entre los grandes pioneros de la investigación
antropológica e histórica del suroeste de los Estados Unidos, Adolph Bandelier y Hubert H. Bancroft y la reivindicación que hacen los hispanos de ese país
como una fuente de sus raíces históricas.
En esa perspectiva, durante la segunda mitad del siglo XX continúa su reivindicación creciente, vinculada cada vez más como una pieza fundamental de la
historia y la literatura chicana, así como pionera de la literatura norteamericana:
“The First American Epic,” como llegó a decir Luis Leal (p. 263). De este modo
es que la Historia ha venido a ser en nuestro tiempo, como bien dicen Miguel
Encinias, Alfred Rodríguez, y Joseph P. Sánchez: “…a central figure in the literary history of the Southwest and will install his epic poem as one of the central
literary documents of the Americas”1
En suma, se trata de una obra de gran mérito por la profusa investigación
que tiene detrás, así como por el conocimiento profundo que posee el autor
acerca de la vida y obra de Gaspar de Villagrá. Del mismo modo, este libro nos
permite entender mejor y valorar en su justa dimensión la figura de Villagrá y
su obra.
P acheco R ojas / Reseña Villagrá Dos
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Note
1
Gaspar Pérez de Villagrá, Historia de la Nueva México, 1610, ed. and trans.
Miguel Encinias, Alfred Rodríguez, and Joseph P. Sánchez (Albuquerque: University of
New Mexico Press, 1992), 267.

82

New Mexico Historical Review / Volume 92, Number 1, Winter 2017

Book Reviews

•

Three Roads to Magdalena: Coming of Age in a Southwest Borderland, 1890–
1990. By David Wallace Adams. (Lawrence: University Press of Kansas, 2016.
xiii + 339 pp. 26 halftones, map, tables, acknowledgments, list of abbreviations,
notes, bibliography, index. $34.95 cloth, isbn 978-0-7006-2254-2.)
“In beauty may we dwell, in beauty may we walk,” begins a traditional Navajo
prayer. As with prayer and beauty, so too can history be an incantation invoked
expectantly and in the hope of divining connections and meaning. In his book,
David Wallace Adams, an award-winning scholar and emeritus professor of history at Cleveland State University, has admirably succeeded in gleaning insights
from the high desert of west-central New Mexico and its three resident groups:
Alamo Navajos, Hispanics, and Anglos.
Adams’s book grew out of a decision made more than thirty-five years ago:
to spend a sabbatical with his family living in the small town of Magdalena,
New Mexico, and work with Alamo Navajos at their school thirty miles to the
north. He soon began collecting stories from several generations of men and
women from the region’s groups. During two other sabbatical leaves spent in
Magdalena he conducted more oral histories that, when transcribed, yielded
more than three thousand pages. He supplemented this “multivocality across
groups” with extensive secondary and archival research, personal observations,
and deep thinking (p. xi). The result is a richly textured and important study
delineating continuity and change in the lives and cultural practices of Alamo
Navajo, Hispanic, and Anglo residents of west-central New Mexico.
The distinguishing features of Adams’s approach are twofold: the melding of
accounts spanning a century about children and teenagers, families, schools,
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religious practices, and community into interpretations of cultural permanence
and permeability; and using methodologies from both the history of childhood and Borderlands history to recover and relate coming-of-age experiences
in a tri-ethnocultural region between 1890 and 1990. This dual perspective is
impressively employed to trace patterns of diversity and the special role children played “both in reinforcing long-standing boundaries and forging intergroup connections” (p. 146).
Adams begins the first of three parts in his book with an account of growing up before 1914. In this period informal learning predominated: “children
internalized the values, knowledge, language, religious worldviews, and stories of their elders” (p. 61). The second part of his study traces the emergence
and expansion of formal, institution-based learning between World War I and
1950, which meant Hispanics and Anglos attended Magdalena’s public schools
and churches. The Alamo Navajos were sent to boarding schools primarily
in Albuquerque and Santa Fe but also in increasing numbers to Crownpoint,
after 1931, where all underwent Americanization that included weekly attendance at either Catholic or Protestant services. The day-to-day experiences of
youngsters in all three groups are discussed with a degree of detail rarely provided: the intertwining of play and work, ethnic-based fights before and after
school, and, as puberty approached, “instruction in the rituals and mechanics
of female-male social interaction came from many directions [including] . . .
Navajo chantway singers, black-shawled Hispanic grandmothers, and squaredance callers” (p. 107).
The third part of the book, covering the 1950s through the 1980s, is the shortest but proceeds on two distinct paths—history and sociology. Adams sketches
pivotal institutional and cultural changes in Magdalena’s schools, beginning
with Alamo Navajos accepting a new Bureau of Indian Affairs school initiative in which their youth lived in a dormitory in Magdalena and enrolled in
the town’s schools beginning in 1959. Alamo Navajos were “approximately onehalf of the total [public school] enrollment” when the reservation opened its
own school in 1979, but twenty years later one-third of Alamo Navajos continued to attend school in Magdalena (p. 272). The processes and impact of a shift
from bicultural to tricultural, for both youth and the community at large, are
the usual domain of sociology, but Adams takes on this analysis with sensitivity
and brings to the fore three fascinating case studies—the town’s basketball team
in 1968, rodeo competitions, and the place of religion in people’s lives as they
confront modernity.
This book will appeal to anyone interested in cultural and ethnic dynamics
within a multicultural community. Adams focuses perceptively on two overlooked aspects of the history of the West: the daily lives of children of different
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ethnic backgrounds on farms, ranches, small towns, and a reservation; and the
changes they adapted to in the twentieth century.
David V. Holtby
Albuquerque, New Mexico

West of Harlem: African American Writers and the Borderlands. By Emily
Lutenski. (Lawrence: University Press of Kansas, 2015. xi + 332 pp. 30 halftones,
notes, bibliography, index. $37.50 cloth, isbn 978-0-7006-2086-9.)
In a very provocative book that illuminates race and place, Emily Lutenski
points out that Western history and the African American experiences are inextricably linked. Contrary to the Turnerian and Douglass narratives initiated at
the end of the nineteenth century, the West reflected a genealogy of black literary, art, and music production rested well beyond the purview of Harlem,
the black Atlantic, and the rural South. Attentive to the ruptures in the black
cultural imagination, Lutenski builds on the growing spate of literature on the
black West, the West, and Chicano studies and Borderlands studies but complicates our understanding of race and region when thinking about the black
presence in the Southwest. When seen through an American Western prism,
African American literature and race takes on a dimension that Harlem completely overlooks, she contends. At the same time, however, African American
literature re-imagines the West in ways that can not be explored in other literary
traditions. With that, Lutenski explores two compelling questions: “What happens to African American Identity when it is placed in sites that have long been
considered tricultural and exclusive of blacks? And how do conversations about
race in the United States change when they happen predominantly among
minority groups, rather than in conversations with Anglo America?” (p. 22).
The book is organized in chapters that interrogate the multifaceted dimension of the black experience in the West, ranging from “Those Who Stayed”
(the presence of black women in the writing of Anita Scott Coleman) to “Those
Who Went Away” (the geographical ruminations of Arna Bontemps, Wallace
Thurman, and Langston Hughes, who left the West for Harlem) to the “One
Who Arrived” (the transnational thinking of Jean Toomer). Toomer’s writings grounded in his travels in New Mexico, New York, and India, framed New
Mexico as a place of mestizaje rather than of whiteness or blackness. Lutenski
concludes her study with what she calls “The Borderlands of Blackness: The
Formation of a Multiethnic American Imagination.” In the chapter, Borderlands
blackness provides a conduit through which the West serves as a site where
black westerners interacted with Mexican American, Native American, and
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Asian American subjects, thus expanding the interdisciplinary range and scope
of American Cultural Studies.
To its credit, West of Harlem provides a useful juxtaposition to the scholarship that has examined the Harlem Renaissance writers in one important area.
In the black imaginary, the West now becomes a corrective site for interrogating black domesticity, the centrality of trains and rivers in the black experience,
and ideas regarding sexuality. Perhaps most important, Lutenski demonstrates
how looking westward complicates race and location in studies relating to New
Negro writing, a term defining turn-of-the-century African American discourse. In particular, the concluding chapter strikes one as a model of liminality.
While insightful, Lutenski’s study does not address some fundamental questions. For example, one central question remains: What was the role of inter-ethnic violence and enmity among and within marginalized groups in the framing
of the black geographic imaginary she describes? Second, how did black imaginings of the Western Borderlands resonate among members of the black laboring class who lived throughout the southwestern landscape? These are minor
quibbles, however. This book should be considered by anyone who wishes to
attain a working understanding of the broader connections between the Harlem
Renaissance and the African American experience in the West.
Robert F. Jefferson Jr.
University of New Mexico

The Railroad and the Pueblo Indians: The Impact of the Atchison, Topeka and
Santa Fe on the Pueblos of the Rio Grande, 1880–1930. By Richard H. Frost. (Salt
Lake City: University of Utah Press, 2016. 291 pp. 23 halftones, maps, notes,
bibliography, index. $34.95 cloth, isbn 978-1-60781-440-5.)
The influence of the railroads on westward expansion and settlement in the
nineteenth and twentieth centuries is by no means a new topic for historians of
the American West. However, relatively few historiographical texts address the
effects of the railroads on Pueblo Indian history and culture, and none as admirably as Richard H. Frost in The Railroad and the Pueblo Indians. As a scholar,
Frost has studied the Pueblos for decades, and even served as an expert historical witness for a number of them. He is clear from the outset that his intent is to
write about Pueblo history “in empathy with the Pueblos’ cultural integrity and
a constant awareness of their abuse under both Hispanic and Anglo domination,
without . . . having to adopt an advocacy role” (p. 7). He touches none of the
ceremonial or insider knowledge off-limits to outsiders, a commendable discretionary decision. All of that said, Frost’s book is both about railroad history and
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Puebloan history. He deftly addresses the inner workings of the major players
in New Mexico’s railroad development—how and why they sought entrance
into the territory and why they selected the routes that they did—and the constant struggles confronted by the railroad companies, including bankruptcy, in
developing the industry in the sparsely populated desert and mountain region.
As it pertains to the Pueblos, Frost approaches the railroad in a dual case
study manner. He selects two opposite extremes in their approaches: Santo
Domingo and Laguna. While some readers may find his choices a bit irksome—Santo Domingo exemplifies the “traditional” or “defensive” Pueblo,
while Laguna represents the “progressive” or “accommodationist”—there is
no disputing the quality of his research. One of Frost’s most interesting assertions is that there is nothing in the historical record that would point to Santo
Domingo as being any more “traditional” than the other Pueblos in the middle of the nineteenth century; the arrival of the railroad and all of its baggage,
induced a response of extreme cultural entrenchment. The railroad and its concomitant government agents, schoolteachers, and entrepreneurs precipitated
Santo Domingo’s fierce protection of its traditions, ceremonies, dances, language, and community privacy. Laguna Pueblo, on the other hand, chose an
approach that favored accommodation. However, even in outlining the many
ways in which mainstream American culture found its way into Laguna society
in the wake of the railroad’s arrival, Frost is careful to show that it was as much
a matter of leaving the door open only a crack, and outsiders pushing their way
through. By the first quarter of the twentieth century, outsiders had grazed vast
herds on Laguna land, operated trading posts in the villages, administered several schools for Laguna children, and even served as governors of the Pueblo
(Laguna and Acoma Pueblos are the only ones to ever have Anglo governors).
Frost’s major contribution is to show that both Pueblos—Santo Domingo
and Laguna—sought the same thing: their survival as distinctive Indigenous
communities. Whether they did so through rejecting or incorporating the items
and ideas brought by the railroad, the goal was the same.
Maurice Crandall
Southern Methodist University
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A Chemehuevi Song: The Resilience of a Southern Paiute Tribe. By Clifford
E. Trafzer. (Seattle: University of Washington Press, 2015. xx + 307 pp. 41
halftones, maps, glossary, notes, bibliography, index. $45.00 cloth, isbn
978-0-295-99458-1.)
Some academics are good scholars and a few are good storytellers. Clifford
Trafzer is both. In this insightful ethno-historical account he chronicles the lives
of the Twenty-Nine Palms People and situates their story within the larger context of the Chemehuevi and Southern Paiute. Not only is he an accomplished
historian, he has spent valuable time doing what we anthropologists call participant observation. Methodologically the book blends community-based
research, oral histories, and a thorough search of documents.
From his introduction to the final chapter, Dr. Trafzer presents a nuanced
view of the community’s culture, especially their songs as methods of dealing
with sorrow. Songs help the deceased travel their soul journey after death, keep
the world in balance, and are geographic maps of their homelands. He knows
and respects the power of the songs and the Nuwu people. Chapters two and
three deal with the history of Chemehuevi-Anglo interaction and their relatively late introduction to the U.S. government and legal system. He presents a
fascinating account of the entry of the U.S. Army into Mojave territory and the
interrelations between the Paiute bands, Chemehuevi, Mojave, and Cahuilla.
Chapters four and five discuss the group’s movement to Twenty-Nine Palms
oasis in the 1860s and their interaction with the Serrano people already there.
The Chemehuevi increasingly interacted with federal and state officials, the
Southern Pacific Railroad, and Anglo farmers and ranchers. As with their Paiute cousins in Utah, wage labor began to play a larger role in their lives as they
adapted to new environments and challenges. Trafzer’s fascinating account of
the Willie Boy episode in chapter 6 offers a familiar tale. Anglo authorities used
the murder of William Blake to move the Chemehuevi and Serrano from the
oasis at Twenty-Nine Palms and their subsequent relocation to the Cabezon
Reservation.
In the final chapter Trafzer brings the Twenty-Nine Palms people’s story up
to 2014 as he discusses the success of their casino, the birth of the tribal EPA,
and efforts to protect “Old Woman Mountain.” He gives an excellent account
of efforts to preserve their history and improve educational opportunities. A
Chemehuevi Song is a testament to their songs as metaphors for the Chemehuevi’s adaptations to adversity and relative prosperity.
Ronald L. Holt
Weber State University
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Dispatches from the Fort Apache Scout: White Mountain and Cibecue Apache
History Through 1881. By Lori Davisson with Edgar Perry and the Original
Staff of the White Mountain Apache Cultural Center. Edited by John R.
Welch. (Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 2016. 151 pp. 57 halftones, maps,
bibliography, index. $19.95 paper, isbn 978-0-8165-3211-7).
To honor the passion and dedication of the late historian Lori Davisson, and the
fruitful partnership between the White Mountain Apaches and the Arizona Historical Society, editor John R. Welch gathered, corrected, and updated the twenty-eight part series, Dispatches from the Fort Apache Scout. Davisson originally
wrote this text in collaboration with tribal member Edgar Perry and published
it between 1973 and 1977 in the Fort Apache (Ariz.) Scout, the official newspaper
of the White Mountain Apache Tribe. The publication involved, the cover tells
us, “the original staff of the White Mountain Apache Cultural Center.”
The book begins, as it should, with the origin story of the people, the Ndee,
and progresses through their relations with the Spanish, Mexicans, Americans,
other American Indians, and among themselves. The authors acquaint us with the
groups anthropologists call “Western Apaches”—San Carlos, White Mountain,
and Tonto Apache tribes—as well as their neighbors, the Chiricahua and Warm
Springs Apaches. Readers also meet three influential chiefs. One went so far as to
scold the great Chiricahua Chief Cochise for his behavior in an Ndee camp.
Because of their isolation, much of the known history of the Ndee does not
begin until the 1860s, especially after 1863 when Arizona became a U.S. territory. After that, things quickly changed with the establishment of Fort Apache,
a site suggested by a Ndee chief, and the White Mountain Reservation. Through
changes in agents and army officers, their occasional incompetence and quarrels, and the ups and downs of government American Indian policy, the Ndee
chiefs persistently pursued peace. When the army needed scouts, the chiefs
encouraged their young men to enlist. During agent John Clum’s foolish and
disastrous consolidation of Apaches at San Carlos, the Ndee maintained a nonviolent resistance and eventually returned home.
Newspapers require their stories to be understandable to all readers; tribal
newspapers present the tribe’s position on issues, along with news of interest
to members. Both must do these things with an economy of words and, in the
best of worlds, tell a good story. With these limitations and opportunities, the
authors largely succeed. That said, some of the early history suffers from broad
references to “Apaches” without explaining which group. One error is the
retelling of Spaniards cutting off a foot of Acoma Pueblo men as punishment;
such credible historians as Marc Simmons say there is no evidence this happened. Apaches had other reasons than the Spaniards’ harsh treatment of Pueblo
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people to fight the interlopers—namely Spanish slave raids on the Apaches.
The collected accounts provide a good, basic introduction to the Ndee. As journalists like to say, “It’s a good read.” Welch laments the shortage of elders’ stories and wisdom, but that is an opening for a second series of Dispatches from
the Fort Apache Scout.
Sherry Robinson
Albuquerque, New Mexico

Hubbell Trading Post: Trade, Tourism, and the Navajo Southwest. By
Erica Cottam. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press 2015. xii + 356
pp. 35 halftones, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $29.95 cloth, isbn
978-0-8061-4837-3.)
In 1965 the U.S. Congress authorized the Hubbell Trading Post National Historic
Site, appropriating more than $900,000 for the purchase of the Hubbell Trading Post in Ganado, Arizona (PL 89–148). From this isolated spot, John Lorenzo
Hubbell, scion of the Hubbell-Gutierrez farming community of Pajarito along
the Rio Grande, had established a trading empire across Navajoland following his purchase in 1878 of a modest outpost operated by William Leonard.
Upon acquiring responsibility for the Hubbell homestead, the National Park
Service began managing the property as a “living trading post,” culminating a
decade’s effort by Dorothy Smith Hubbell, don Lorenzo’s daughter-in-law and
last remaining family member of the Hubbell homestead, to secure continuing historic recognition of “more than just a collection of buildings” (p. 234).
Along the way, Dorothy received key support from Ned Danson of the Museum
of Northern Arizona, Park Service historian Robert M. Utley, Arizona Senator Carl Hayden, Representative Stewart Udall, and the women of the Arizona
chapters of the Daughters of the American Colonists who mounted a letter writing campaign. Today, visitors from around the world enjoy this unique historic
site, touring the Hubbell home, furnishings, and outbuildings—including the
Churro sheep corrals—and the active trading post managed by the Park Service’s non-profit partner, Western National Parks Association. For Ganado and
the region’s Navajo weavers, Hubbell’s Trading Post remains important, though
local traffic now more often rushes past on Highway 264 across the Defiance
Plateau to the commercial hub of Gallup, New Mexico, the self-styled “Indian
Capital of the World.”
Hubbell’s journey is the subject of Erica Cottam’s Hubbell Trading Post:
Trade, Tourism, and the Navajo Southwest. The genesis of this comprehensive
work, Cottam tells us, begins in a Historic Resource Study commissioned by
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the National Park Service in 2009. This research resulted in a report titled “The
Hospitable Home of Lorenzo Hubbell” followed by a dissertation cast as a “cultural history of the frontier stories surrounding Arizona politician and Indian
trader, John Lorenzo Hubbell” (Arizona State University). Focusing on “place
and myth making,” Cottam examined four themes of the Hubbell legend: “the
courteous Spanish host; the savior of Native arts and crafts; the fearless conqueror, and the thoroughly Western lawman” (p. i).
Cottam further explores such themes in this expanded and revised work,
weaving new detailed patterns of don Lorenzo’s family as well as the challenges
faced during the tumultuous times of WWI and WWII, the intervening years
of the Great Depression and government livestock reduction that struck at the
lifeblood of Navajos. Don Lorenzo’s relationships with Navajo women—what
the Navajos call “Stealing Wives” relates his biographer—Cottam leaves for others; lines of descent lacking formal recognition that reportedly meet for summer gatherings.
Cottam offers an important contribution and well-written accounting enlivened with frequent quotes mined from Hubbell family and business records, government reports, and select secondary sources, as documented in notes spanning
almost one hundred pages. Will a study of the Hubbell Trading Post in the years
following federal designation, preservation, and interpretation be next?
Michael J. Lawson
San Juan College

Raza Rising: Chicanos in North Texas. By Richard J. Gonzales. (Denton:
University of North Texas Press, 2016. 333 pp. 34 halftones, tables, notes,
bibliography, index. $29.95 cloth, isbn 978-1-57441-632-9.)
Richard J. Gonzales’s Raza Rising Chicanos in North Texas is the tenth book in
the Al Filo: Mexican American Studies Series, edited by Roberto R. Calderón.
Drawing on diverse personal and professional experiences, including a six-year
stint as a guest columnist for the Fort Worth (Tex.) Star-Telegram, Gonzales provides an interesting take on Chicanos/as in the United States. Employing a journalistic style and approach, Gonzales tells the story of Mexican-origin people in
the Dallas Metroplex (Fort Worth, Arlington, and Irving) by providing a demographic portrait based on the current U.S. census, anecdotal vignettes, scholarly studies, and personal commentary to promote empathy and “humanize the
Chicano/Mexican experience” (p. 3). Gonzales focuses on the Mexican-origin
population in north Texas and juxtaposes his own trajectory in the region with
oral interviews from local residents and statistical data to provide readers with
Book Reviews

91

a bird’s-eye view into the Chicano/a community from a historical and contemporary perspective.
The book is divided into four sections: “School Blues,” “La Gente,” “Raza Rising,” and “Chicano Roots.” The sections contain eighteen short chapters that
discuss issues, struggles and accomplishments in the areas of education, public
policy, arts and literature, sports, political power, immigration reform, criminal
justice, community mobilization, military service, Chicano/a heroes, healthcare, acculturation, language and culture, family values, and Mexican heritage.
Most chapters provide a historical backdrop for discussing more contemporary
issues such as education, immigration, military service, politics, and cultural
traditions. In some chapters, well-informed students of Chicano/a history will
find familiar stories. For instance in chapter 11, “Chicano Political Power,” Gonzales weaves together stories of contemporary political actors, such as Antonio Villaraigosa in Los Angeles and Tony Sánchez and Victor Morales in Texas,
with the histories of Chicano Movement activists José Angel Gutíerrez, César
Chávez, Rodolfo “Corky” Gonzales, Willie Velásquez, and Ramsey Muñiz. The
author demonstrates that political activism is not new in the Chicano/a community, though much work remains to be done in the area of political participation, voting, and increased representation.
Although this volume is largely edited and therefore does not present a traditional history of Chicano/as in north Texas, the value lies in Gonzales’s ability
to connect knowledge about the larger population to local voices and perspectives. Gonzales highlights various events, issues, and struggles this population
has faced such as low education, high drop-out rates, segregation, and structural barriers to success. He shows these and other issues continue to pose challenges for Mexican Americans in the twenty-first century.
The main argument found throughout the text is the national trends
observed in data using the larger Mexican American/Chicano community are
visibly apparent in north Texas. Examining this segment of the population provides a microcosm of the Mexican American/Chicano experience and struggle
to achieve the “American Dream.” For instance the fastest growing population
in Tarrant County are Mexican Americans, which grew 69.3 percent between
2000 and 2010 (p. 55). This growth matches the national growth patterns for this
ethnic group for the same period. According to Gonzales, we need to understand the Mexican-origin population because they are not only the largest ethnic minority group in the nation, they are also the fastest growing and youngest
population. Given the average age of the Chicano/a population is twenty-eight,
Gonzales argues that it is imperative Mexican American youth are nurtured
and encouraged to reach their educational, creative, and intellectual potential to ensure their social, economic, and political success. Gonzales exhorts
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Chicanos/as and non-Chicanos/as alike to promote the success of Mexican
Americans as equals in American society. Their historical presence, contributions, and demographic realties in the U.S. indicates they are here to stay. Ensuring the social, economic, educational and political success of Mexican-origin
people is not only crucial to their continued acceptance as equals, it is also crucial to the economic growth and success of the nation. Raza Rising: Chicanos in
North Texas could serve as a supplemental text in any Mexican American, Chicano/a, or Ethnic Studies course that covers history, race and ethnicity, culture,
and politics to promote an informed dialogue about the changing nature of race
relations in the nation—a conversation that must include the Mexican American/Chicano experience and perspective.
Maritza De La Trinidad
The University of Texas-Rio Grande Valley

Migrating Faith: Pentecostalism in the United States and Mexico in the Twentieth
Century. By Daniel Ramírez. (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press,
2015. xix + 283 pp. halftones, maps, tables, appendix, notes, bibliography, index.
$29.95 paper, isbn 978-1-4696-2406-8.)
Daniel Ramírez is one of the foremost historians of Hispanic Pentecostalism in
the United States. An assistant professor of American culture and history at the
University of Michigan, Ramirez has been a leader in the Society for Pentecostal Studies (SPS). Ramírez contributes greatly to the understanding of American and Mexican Pentecostalism with a special emphasis on his own Oneness
(non-Trinitarian) movement. Migrating Faith concentrates on the borderland
migrants of Mexicans and Mexican Americans who have been a growing part
of Pentecostalism since the days of the Azusa Street revival in 1906–1909. The
book highlights not only the history and important leaders of these movements,
but also adds charming accounts of the musicality of Latin Pentecostals. Their
fervent faith, dynamic preaching, and music attracted multitudes to their ranks,
in both Mexico and the United States. Ramírez fills a very important place in
Pentecostal historiography; few historical texts discuss Latin American Pentecostalism. The author, along with colleague Gastón Espinoza, fill this gap.
Ramírez gives a sophisticated account of the theology and the charismatic
practices of these borderline Pentecostals, including their fervent evangelism
and practice of spiritual gifts such as speaking in tongues, prophesizing, and
divine healing. The Mexican culture provided fertile ground for the phenomenal
growth of Pentecostalism in the face of the dominant Roman Catholic culture
of the region. With the Catholic belief in the miraculous, Pentecostal converts
Book Reviews

93

did not need to experience a major paradigm shift in adapting to the new and
dynamic movement that specifically attracted the poor and downtrodden. The
major historical contribution of the book is the excellent historical accounts of
the founding of Apostolic (Oneness) Pentecostalism in both Northern Mexico
and Texas. Although Ramírez mentions the Trinitarian Pentecostals, such as the
Assemblies of God and the Church of God, the center of attention is mainly on
the Apostolic Assembly and other Oneness denominations.
Migrating Faith highlights the leaders of the movement and gives them a
voice seldom heard in scholarly circles. One of the most important leaders of
Mexican Pentecostalism, Manuel Gaxiola Gaxiola, was a writer, theologian,
bishop, and later the respected president of the Society for Pentecostal Studies. Other important leaders include Jose Ortega and the musicians known as
the Alvarado brothers. Ramírez should be commended for this excellent book,
which will long be remembered as a classic work on the roots, culture, and
development of the Migrant Mexican Pentecostals who built a movement that
is now second only to the Roman Catholic Church among Latin Americans in
both Mexico and the United States.
Vinson Synan
Regent University School of Divinity

Bridging the Distance: Common Issues of the Rural West. By David B. Danbom.
(Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press, 2015. 312 pp. 17 halftones, maps,
14 charts and graphs, contributors, bibliography, index. $30.00 paper, isbn
978-1-60781-455-0.)
President Theodore Roosevelt called together scholars of rural America for a
conference, which in 1909, published the Report of the Country Life Commission. Stanford University’s Bill Lane Center for the American West sponsored
a similar initiative in 2012 in Ogden, Utah. Bridging the Distance is a product of
that conference. Participants discussed and wrote about the modern rural American West and the “tyranny of distance” faced by small towns and communities.
With photographs, charts, and graphs, this twenty-first century assessment features ten chapters in four sections on defining the rural west, understanding
community, the rural Western economy, and land-use controversies.
Strong chapters include Geoff McGhee’s “Conquering Distance? Broadband
and the Rural West,” and J. Dwight Hines “On Water and Wolves: Toward an
Integrative Political Ecology of the ‘New’ West.” Of particular value are two
case studies that focus on land use. Leisl Carr Childers writes about one family’s frustration as changing Bureau of Land Management mandates disrupt their
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historic cattle grazing in Nevada deserts. David Rick Lewis writes a compelling
account of the Skull Valley Goshutes in rural Utah who embrace a nuclear waste
storage facility only to receive scathing criticism and eventual denial of an operating permit.
The original Country Life Commission focused on better “macadam” roads,
school consolidation, rural electrification, telephone service, and farm hygiene.
Bridging the Distance raises new questions about out-migration from the Plains
States and in-migration of “equity emigrees” choosing to retire in mountain
communities. In Montana, old-time ranchers require ditch water to raise alfalfa
for cattle, yet newcomers demand in-stream river flows for healthy trout habitat. When droughts occur, which group will prevail?
The future of the West will depend on water supplies. Burke W. Griggs compared water resources along the Republican River where a federal irrigation
program now competes with deep wells tapping aquifers. The center pivot irrigation system “revolution” has transformed Great Plains agriculture and won
major legal victories, but it cannot be sustained. More environmental research
across diverse Western landscapes, a century after the Roosevelt Country Life
Commission, would have been useful for the book.
By 1909 the demographic scales tipped and rural Americans fled the countryside. Some of that diaspora continues. Mark N. and Julia H. Haggerty write
about boom/bust times and energy development, and Michael Hibbard and
Susan Lurie see sustainable futures in their chapter “The New Natural Resource
Economy: A Framework for Rural Community Resilience.”
Editor and Professor Emeritus David B. Danbom from North Dakota State
University wrote an introduction to the volume, but a conclusion would also
have been helpful. The Bill Lane Center for the American West at Stanford and
the University of Utah Press are to be commended for their deep engagement in
Western regional studies. Hopefully this volume will continue a scholarly dialogue about the transformation from Old West to New West to the Next West of
the twenty-first century.
Andrew Gulliford
Fort Lewis College
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A Place in the Sun: The Southwest Paintings of Walter Ufer and E. Martin
Hennings. Edited by Thomas Brent Smith. (Norman: University of Oklahoma
Press, 2016. 125 color plates, 36 halftones, map, bibliography, image credits,
index. $45.00 cloth, isbn 978-0-8061-5198-4.)
The most comprehensive examination to date of the work of Walter Ufer (1876–
1936) and E. Martin Hennings (1886–1956), this richly illustrated volume with
essays by seven scholars is an important contribution to the study of American art history, particularly of art created in New Mexico. Ufer and Hennings
began their careers in Chicago and Munich, the latter a major center for many
American artists to develop their skills under a wide range of masters in the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Ufer went to Munich in 1911, and Hennings followed in 1912; the two men had known each other in Chicago. In Germany, each painter mastered strong academic skills in composition, drawing,
and rendering human form, as well as bravura brushwork that remained apparent throughout their careers.
Both painters ultimately made the Southwest their home with Ufer visiting
Taos initially in 1914 and Hennings in 1917. While both achieved success before
their years in Taos, it was the sense of place, light, and freedom to paint what
they wanted that made their southwestern paintings so different from the work
they had created earlier, such as formal portraits. Many artists who painted
Natives rendered them in nostalgic, romantic ways. Ufer and Hennings more
frequently suggested contemporary Natives lives. Taos inspired Ufer and Hennings to depict genre scenes, non-commissioned portraits, and regional landscapes. Each affiliated themselves with the Taos Society of Artists. Puebloan
subjects were important to many of the artists working in Taos who took part
in a national search for the artistic origins of America as well as for true Americans. Developing patriotic associations with subject matter was also important
to both painters who were of German descent, given the anti-German sentiment that filled America during World War I. Hennings was still alive during
the Second World War, and he faced similar issues then.
Dean A. Porter’s biography of Ufer parallels Karen Brooks McWhorter’s examination of Hennings. Thomas Brent Smith offers a study of the 1910s
and the mid-1920s when Ufer was the most successful, while Peter Hassrick
uses Taos as the setting for his discussion of Hennings’ work there. James C.
Moore takes a broader view of Taos and its attraction while Catherine Whitney’s chapter on modernity, labor, passage, and change adds other important
elements. Even though neither artist engaged with daring modernist styles, they
both explored subjects that reveal their stance on contemporary issues such
as human rights and labor, for example. Images of women and men working
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communally, whether baking bread or laboring in fields, reveal the artists’ support of Pueblo people in the face of governmental attempts at acculturation and
removal of lands. Ufer, in particular, held strong socialist views that celebrated
the lifestyles he portrayed.
While each artist was extremely successful throughout portions of their
career, today neither Ufer nor Hennings is the most well-known of painters
working in Taos or elsewhere in America during the first half of the twentieth
century. This catalogue, which accompanied a major exhibition at the Denver
Art Museum, will undoubtedly do much to enhance their visibility and garner
wider comprehension of their contributions to American art history.
Joyce M. Szabo
University of New Mexico

The Artistic Odyssey of Higinio V. Gonzales: A Tinsmith and Poet in Territorial
New Mexico. By Maurice M. Dixon Jr. (Norman: University of Oklahoma
Press, 2015. 95 color plates, 16 halftones, drawings, appendices, glossary, index.
$34.95 cloth, isbn 978-0-8061-5137-3.)
After thirty years of painstaking research, careful examination of numerous
tinworks, and multiple draft revisions, Maurice M. Dixon presents a comprehensive, meticulous study of the life and work of a relatively unknown New
Mexican tinsmith, Higinio V. Gonzales (1842–1921). In 1984 while working on
the book New Mexican Tinwork, 1840–1940, co-authored with Lane Coulter,
Dixon was made aware of a signed work by Gonzales, an hornacina or glass
vitrine. The quality of the object’s manufacture and the presence of a signature
suggested a highly gifted individual. Dixon was sure that other unattributed tinworks featured in the book he wrote with Coulter had been made by Gonzales.
His “discovery” inspired further interest and the research that would lead to this
publication.
Dixon, who describes the book as more broadly focused on Higinio V. Gonzales’s life, incorporates not only new information and analysis of recently
attributed tinworks but also weaves Gonzales’s poetry and myriad activities into
the larger historical and cultural context of his time. Dixon states, “I ask readers
whose sole interest is tinwork, to indulge my attempt to reveal and illuminate
the life and talents of this artisan who transcended categories and boundaries”
(p. xxvi). Dixon hopes his examination of Gonzales’s tinwork and poetry in relation to his broader biography, will provide the reader a deeper understanding
and appreciation of the artisan’s creative output. To accomplish these objectives,
Dixon structures the book chronologically as each chapter follows Gonzales’s
Book Reviews
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activities from his youth to his death. He begins each section with historical
and/or biographical information. Gonzales’s poems almost serve as interludes
that either illustrate a point Dixon is making, or exemplify some characteristic or interest Gonzales possibly exhibited through his creative work. A detailed
analysis of tinwork accompanies historical and literary passages.
Writing a book such as this, which attempts to integrate such varied genres
of writing as history, biography, visual and material analysis, and literary commentary, is challenging to say the least. There are moments when the inclusion of the poetry seems forced and interrupts the narrative flow. That said,
this publication is a significant and welcome contribution to the history of the
arts in New Mexico. The Artistic Odyssey of Higinio V. Gonzales joins a growing body of scholarship over the past decade or so that more closely examines, re-evaluates, fleshes out, and, in certain cases, corrects our knowledge
of traditional arts in New Mexico. As Dixon notes, it is a shame more people have not expressed interest in New Mexican tinwork outside of a few collectors and artisans. Noted problems aside, I found the book compelling and
highly recommend it to anyone interested in learning more about New Mexico and individual artists whose legacies not only contributed to shaping the
region’s cultural landscape but whose work continues to shape its unique artisanal production to the present day.
Ray Hernández-Durán,
University of New Mexico

The Awkward State of Utah: Coming of Age in the Nation, 1896–1945. By Charles
S. Peterson and Brian Q. Cannon. (Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press,
2015. 344 pp. 30 halftones, table, notes, bibliography, index, $29.95 paper, isbn
978-1-60781-421-4.)
Drawing in part upon the scholarship of Alan Trachtenberg, Charles S. Peterson and Brian Q. Cannon deploy the concept of “incorporation” as an analytical
framework in their study of Utah history during the first fifty years of statehood.
Trachtenberg’s classic 1982 monograph, The Incorporation of America: Culture
and Society in the Gilded Age (a twenty-fifth anniversary edition was printed in
2007), explored the impact of an expanding industrial capitalist network on the
late-nineteenth-century United States, especially the emergence and spread of a
corporate business system. In contrast, Peterson and Cannon examine a statelevel transition in which Utah underwent a variety of transformations that principally converged with, as opposed to mostly diverged from, national-oriented
phenomena from the Progressive Era and the First World War to the New Deal
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and the Second World War. Quite simply, the authors of the current volume
set out to chart both the maturation and integration of Utah. Its coming of age
encompassed a process of modernization that rendered the state as a part of the
broader corporatizing models that continually shaped the United States.
Spanning nearly three-hundred-and-fifty pages of text, The Awkward State
of Utah primarily unfolds chronologically, with each chapter organized thematically. From a research base consisting of relevant archival materials, as well
as a plethora of printed primary and secondary sources, the authors present
their findings via a solid narrative. Their scope is extensive, to state the least, as
they approach political, social, and economic matters from a variety of vantage
points. Back-to-back chapters on Utah’s agricultural and industrial development, for example, cover multiple subtopics: dairying, sugar beets, cattle ranching, and sheepherding in one chapter; and silver, copper, and coal mining, oil
production, public utilities, and banking in another. Other chapters address the
influence of new immigrant peoples on Utah’s statehood maturation, many of
whom not only labored in the very resource-extraction industries that contributed to the state’s national integration, but also engaged in repeated workers’
strikes throughout the 1900s and 1910s that contested incorporation practices.
In other chapters, Peterson and Cannon assess the negative ramifications of
Utah’s statehood status and national integration for the indigenous peoples who
inhabited the area; they also take up, in two well-crafted chapters, the history
of resource-management in the new state, briefly focusing on such things as
national park sites and irrigation projects. Final chapters consider the changes
to the state that the New Deal ushered in, as well as the experiences of Utahns
during the Second World War.
As this selective listing of contents indicates, the book’s authors investigate
their subject in an encyclopedic fashion. Such exhaustiveness is praiseworthy,
to be sure; but also presents problems. By casting such a wide conceptual and
informational net, Peterson and Cannon, at certain points, can only broadly
survey issues and events. At times, this reviewer would have liked deeper excavation. This criticism does not seriously detract from an otherwise valuable
study. Students of Utah and the American West, as well as political, economic,
and environmental historians, will undoubtedly find much that is useful.
Raymond James Krohn
Boise State University
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The Texas Frontier and the Butterfield Overland Mail, 1851–1861. By Glen
Sample Ely. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 2016. 428 pp. 207 color
plates, 55 halftones, 35 maps, notes, bibliography, index. $34.95 cloth, isbn
978-0-8061-5221-9.)
A decade before the completion of the transcontinental railroad, a lesser-known
transportation corridor snaked across the western United States, the Butterfield Overland Mail route, which ran from St. Louis across the Southwest to
San Francisco. The route operated between 1858 and 1861, when the outbreak
of the U.S. Civil War forced its closure. Glen Sample Ely’s new book is a historical travel guide that transports readers along the 740-mile portion of the route
within Texas. Each chapter covers a different segment of the journey, moving
from east to west, and ending at the New Mexico border. Ely uses the Butterfield Overland Mail stagecoach as a vehicle for telling stories about the towns,
forts, and stations along its route and the people who lived there. The Texas
Frontier and the Butterfield Overland Mail, 1851–1861 is a deep compendium of
local histories drawn from an astonishing array of archives and sources, richly
illustrated with more than two hundred color images, maps, and photographs.
Ely’s writing is encyclopedic, in every sense of the word. He includes a flurry
of descriptive detail, from the daily wages of a mail station’s employees to the
precise dimensions of its corrals. It is unclear, however, if the book’s mountain
of facts and stories amounts to something larger. Ely uses the physical route,
rather than an overarching historical interpretation, to weave the book together.
Although he touches on some larger interpretive themes in western history—
the centrality of the federal government, public memory and commemoration—these discussions are often cursory. Academic readers will notice curious
omissions. Recent scholarship on borderlands history, for instance, is largely
missing despite its relevance for describing the fluid world of western Texas
during the 1850s and its constellation of peoples.
The lack of interpretive framing is likely intentional; the book’s intended
audience is not necessarily an academic one. Interpretation and analysis are
put aside in favor of description and storytelling. When compiled, however,
the stories themselves have a habit of advancing their own interpretations. For
instance, the book is filled with a litany of American Indian raids, ambushes,
depredations, and massacres. These events are narrated as straightforward historical events, despite being drawn almost exclusively from the perspective of
white protagonists. In one example, Ely repeatedly uses the memoir of a former
Butterfield employee (written some fifty years after the fact) in which he and
his fellow white frontiersmen repeatedly outwit or outfight Indian foes, who
vacillate between barbarity and superstitiousness. This perspective occasionally
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seeps into Ely’s own language, as when he describes “marauding warriors” or a
white station-hand who was “cool and courageous” while battling Comanche
raiders (p. 167, 172). The end result is a narrative arc that bends toward a traditional clash-of-civilizations, Wild-West framework. These critiques aside, the
book’s expansive collection of details, descriptions, and primary sources, gathered over decades of archival research, will make it a valuable resource for anyone studying Texas during the 1850s and 1860s.
Cameron Blevins
Northeastern University
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Book Notes

•

Supplying Custer: The Powder River Supply Depot, 1876. By Gerald R. Clark.
(Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press, 2014. xii + 252 pp. 25 halftones,
line drawings, 11 maps, tables, appendices, notes, bibliography, index. $24.95
paper. isbn 978-1-60781-355-2.)
Heroes Without Glory: Some Good Men of the Old West. By Jack Schaefer. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 2016. vi + 332 pp. $24.95 paper,
isbn 978-0-8263-5766-3.)
Zooarchaeology and Field Ecology: A Photographic Atlas. By Jack M. Broughton
and Shawn D. Miller. (Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press, 2016. xvii +
201 pp. 49 color plates, 217 halftones, references, index. $40.00 paper, isbn
978-1-60781-485-6.)
Death After Life: Tales of Nevada. By William A. Douglass. (Reno, Nev:
Black Rock Institute Press, 2016. 136 pp. 32 halftones. $25.00 cloth, isbn
978-0-9841014-4-3.)
The Brink of Freedom: Improvising Life in the Nineteenth-Century Atlantic World. By David Kazanjian. (Durham, N.C.: Duke University Press,
2016. 328 pp. 16 halftones, notes, bibliography, index. $26.95 paper, isbn
978-0-8223-6170-1.)
Boy Wanted. By Ryan Christiansen. (Fargo: North Dakota State University Press,
2015. 113 pp. notes, bibliography. $13.00 paper, isbn 978-0-911042-83-2.)
Narrative of the Life of Frederick Douglass, an American Slave, Written by Himself. Edited By William L. Andrews and William S. McFeely. (New York: W.
W. Norton and Company 2017. xi + 197 pp. bibliography. $19.37 paper, isbn
978-0-393-26544-6.)
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A Moment with Strangers: Photographs and Essays at Home and Abroad. By W.
Scott Olsen. (Fargo: North Dakota State University Press, 2016. 220 pp. 104
halftones. $19.95 paper, isbn 978-0-911042-85-6.)
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News Notes

•

Archives, Exhibits, and Historic (Web) Sites
Women’s International Study Center invites applicants for their Fellowshipin-Residence Program of 2017 at the Acequia Madre House in Santa Fe, New
Mexico. WISC Fellowships provide time and space for dedicated scholarly work
focusing on women in the arts, sciences, cultural preservation, and business. Fellowships-in-Residence average one month in duration with a stipend of $1,000. All
residencies occur at Acequia Madre House’s guest house. Each Fellow is expected
to make a public presentation during her/his period in residence. Ideally, productive cross-disciplinary dialogues will develop among Fellows-in-Residence.
For more information and to apply online, please visit WISC’s Residency Program page: wisc-amh.org/programs/residency-program/.
The Albuquerque Museum of Art and History presents “The Carved Line:
Block Prints and New Mexico.” This exhibit features modern New Mexico
subjects in the ancient artistic style of block printing. The exhibit runs from 14
January 2017 to 16 April 2017. The Albuquerque Museum of Art and History
additionally presents “Hollywood Southwest: New Mexico Film and Television” from 25 February 2017 to 27 August 2017. This exhibit explores the ways
in which film and television portray New Mexico in American culture. The
Albuquerque Museum of Art and History is located at 2000 Mountain Road
NW in Albuquerque. For more information, call (505) 243-7255 or visit: www.
albuquerquemuseum.org/art-history/upcoming-exhibitions.
The New Mexico History Museum presents “In Search of Dominguez and
Escalante,” a photography exhibit retracing the famous expedition that Silvestre
News Notes
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de Escalante and Francisco Dominguez undertook in 1776. The expedition
is recreated in black and white photographs by Santa Fe photographers Greg
MacGregor and Siegfried Halus. The exhibit runs from 18 December 2016 to 18
December 2017. The New Mexico History Museum is located at 113 Lincoln Avenue, Santa Fe. For more information, call (505) 467-5200 or visit www.nmhistorymuseum.org/calendar.php?&id=2920.
The Georgia O’Keefe Museum presents “O’Keefe at the University of Virginia, 1912–1914” as part of an exploration of the early part of O’Keefe’s career.
It showcases watercolors that demonstrate her experimental style of the
time. The exhibit runs from 4 November 2016 to September 2017. The Georgia O’Keefe Museum is located at 217 Johnson Street, Santa Fe. For more
information, call (505) 946-1000 or visit: www.okeeffemuseum.org/event/
okeeffe-at-the-university-of-virginia-1912-1914/.
Calendar of Events
13–18 February The National Association of African American Studies, the
National Association of Hispanic and Latino Studies, the National Association of Native American Studies, and the International Association of Asian
Studies announces their Joint National Conference for 2017. The conference
will be held at the Westin Dallas Park Central in Dallas, Texas. For more information, visit: www.NAAAS.org.
29 March–2 April The American Society for Environmental History will hold its
annual conference, “Winds of Change: Global Connections across Space, Time,
and Nature,” at the Drake Hotel in downtown Chicago. For more information,
visit: http://aseh.net/conference-workshops/2017-conference-chicago-1.
30 March–2 April The Society for Military History will hold its annual meeting, “Global War: Historical Perspectives,” in Jacksonville, Florida, hosted by
the Institute on World War II and the Human Experience at the department
of history at Florida State University. For more information, visit: http://www.
smh-hq.org/2017/2017annualmeeting.html.
6–9 April The Organization of American Historians will hold its annual conference, “Circulation,” in New Orleans, Louisiana, at the New Orleans Marriott.
For more information, visit: http://www.oah.org/meetings-events/2017/.
13–16 April The Western Social Science Association will hold its 59th annual
conference at the Hyatt Regency San Francisco in San Francisco, California. For
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more information, visit the website: www.wssaweb.com/.
19–22 April The National Council on Public History announces its annual conference, “The Middle: Where Did We Come From? Where Are We Going?” The
conference will be held at the Westin Indianapolis in Indianapolis, Indiana. For
more information, visit: ncph.org/conference/2017-annual-meeting/.
20–23 April The Historical Society of New Mexico will have its joint New Mexico-Arizona History Conference at the Little America Hotel in Flagstaff, Arizona. For more information, visit: http://www.hsnm.org/conference-2/.
27–29 April The Western Association of Women Historians annual conference will be held at the Town and Country Resort and Convention Center in
San Diego, California. For more information, visit: www.wawh.org/conferences/
current/.
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SOLDIERS IN THE SOUTHWEST
BORDERLANDS, 1848–1886
Edited by Janne Lahti

$29.95 HARDCOVER · 248 PAGES · 12 B&W ILLUS.

Most military biographies focus on officers, many of
whom left diaries or wrote letters throughout their lives
and careers. This collection offers new perspectives by
focusing on the lives of enlisted soldiers from a variety
of cultural and racial backgrounds. Comprised of ten
biographies, Soldiers in the Southwest Borderlands showcases
the scholarship of experts who have mined military
records, descendants’ recollections, genealogical sources,
and even folklore to tell common soldiers’ stories.
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